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ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi, the 15th December, 1977 

S.O. 397. — In pursuance of section 106 of the Rep- 
resentation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the 

Election Commission hereby publishes the judgment of the 
High Court of Kerala at Ernakulam dated 4 November, 
1977 in Election Petition No, 9 of 1977. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 
PRESENT : 

The Honourable Mr. Justice N. D. P. Namboodiripad. 
Friday, the 4th November, 1977 

Election Petition No. 9 of 1977 

PETITIONER . 

M. Ramanna Rai. Advocate, Kasaragode. 

By Advs. M/s. K. Sudhakaran and L. Gopalakrishnan 
Poti, 

RESPONDENT : 

Ramachandran Kadannapallt alias Kadannapalli 
Ramachandran, M. P. Lok Sabha, New Delhi. 

Bv Advs M/s C K. Sivasanlcara Panickcr, M, Rarna- 
~ chandran A. C. Jose and U. K. Ramakrishnan. 


This Election Petition having been heard on 31-10-1977 
in the presence of M/s. K. Sudhakaran and L. Gopa a- 
krishnan Poti Advocates for the pet, turner and of M/s. 
C K. Sivasankara Panicker M. Ramachandran, A # C Jose 
and U, K. Ramoknshnan Advocates for the Kesponu.m 
the Court on 4-11-1977 delivered the following 

JUDGMENT 

The netitioner and the respondent were the duly nominated 
c.Sd.K X contested front the 

constituency in the general elections held on the 19tn iwarcr . 
1977 to the Lok Sabha, According to the official announce- 
ment’ the petitioner obtained 2,22,263 votes, while the 
pondent secured 2,27,305 votes. 13.628 -toes were declared 
invalid. According to the petitioner the election of there* 
pondent is liable to be set aside due to the various corrupt 
practices set out in the petition. 

2 One C L. Mahin, who is the Government Pleader and 

Additional Public Prosecutor to the ^fthe 

and the MunsifFs Court. Kasaragod, functioned as me 
Chairman of the respondent’s election committee an< * 

, ' tViP Phief Election Agent of the Kasaragod Assembly 
Constituency, which °was one of the assembly const tuen- 

one such notice. Misusing h.s posUion as ^ Governn, 
Pleader and a party member of the United From. 
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aforesaid Sri Mahin procured for the respondent the 
assistance of the Circle Inspector of Police and the Sub 
Inspector of Police, Kasaragod for furthering prospects of 
the respondent’s election. The modus operand! at the can- 
vassing was that when Mr Mahin entered the house of an 
elector, the Circle Inspector of Police accompanied him upto 
the doorsteps and posted himself outside suggesting to the 
voters that the Circle Inspector has accompanied Sri Mahin. 
That method was pursued in several places especially in 
Amey and Nullipadi on the 16th and 17(h of March, 1977. 
Sri Mahin threatened the people that he will use his influence 
to invoke COFEPOSA and MISA against those who did not 
work and vote for the respondent. With that threat Mahtn 
caused the resignation of certain members of the committee 
formed for the petitioner. Sri K, Suresh, Nullipadi is one 
who was so threatened by the said Mahin accompanied by 
the Circle Inspector. A seminar was conducted at the ins- 
tance of the Minister for Harijan Welfare. The respondent 
insisted that he should be the president of the public 
meeting conducted under the auspices of the Harijan Welfare 
Department and the petitioner should not be allowed to 
participate in the meetings. In the meeting several executive 
officers like the Chief Publicity Officer, Harijan Welfare, 
Trichur, the Assistant Educational Officer, Kasaragod, the 
Taluk Welfare Inspector, Kasaragod. the District Welfare 
Officer, Cannanore, the Assistant Collector, Kasaragod, the 
Deputy Police Superintendent, Kasaragod, etc. were the 
speakers. All the members of the Scheduled Caste and 
Scheduled Tribes in the aforesaid parliament constituency 
were invited offering them Rs. 6 for attending the function. 
While the respondent was occupying the chair the various 
gazetted officers of the Harijan Welfare Department and the 
Police Departments sat with him in the platform. The 
entire arrangement of the meeting was to canvass vo’es for 
the respondent. The Chief Public Relations Officer, Harijan 
Welfare, Trichur, the Taluk Welfare Inspector, Kasaragod 
and the District Welfare Officer, Cannanore, spoke on behalf 
of the Department and asked the members of the Sche- 
duled Caste and Scheduled Tribes to support the party of 
Smt. Indira Gandhi. The officers of the Harijan Welfare 
Department made various promises and threats in the 
matter of voting. The gazetted officers and other officers, 
who sat with the respondent on the dais were the authori- 
ties for allotting grants, domestic animals, agricultural 
implements, etc. to the members of the Scheduled Caste and 
Tribes. They openly canvassed votes for the respondent, 
A notice marked as Annexurc (2) was printed and published. 
One Lakshminarayan Rao, Health Inspector, Municipal 
Council, Kasaragod, who was transferred to the Calicut 
Corporation for proved misconduct was retransferred to the 
Kasaragod Municipality at the Instance of the respondent. 
The procedure followed in that respect is set out in sub- 
paragraph (c) of the petition. One Dr. A. M. Naik, Govern- 
ment Medical Officer, Kumhla. was persuaded to take leave 
from Kumbla by the respondent as the said officer has 
great influence in his native place, viz.. Adoor. The purpose 
was to secure the assistance of that officer. The respondent 
promised the Jumayat Committee of the mosque to obtain 
electric connection to the mosque on priority basis. The 
respondent caused such favour to be shown to the mosque 
gad the thanks expressed by the mosque at the prayer meet- 
ing on 18-3-1977 is extracted in sub-paragraph (E) of the 
petition. The Government Rural Dispensary at Chattancha) 
was being run in a building belonging to one T. K. Abdul- 
khader. Since the respondent wanted (hat building he caused 
the removal of that hospital to an incomplete building bv 
influencing the District Collector and the District Medical 
Officer. The District Collector Cannanore, presided over the 
meeting in which the opening of the dispensary in the new 
incomplete building was inaugurated by the Minister 
Shri Balakrishnan. The Taluk Committee of the Indian 
Muslim League, Kasaragod, issued a letter to all mosques. 
It was a deliberate attempt to promote enmity and hatred 
between the citizens of India dividing them as Muslims and 
non-Muslims. The petitioner and his associates were rep- 
resented as enemies of Muslims. The petitioner challenges 
the results of the election on the ground of the Irregularities 
in the matter of counting of votes. The counting agents of 
the petitioner did not get sufficient opportunity to verify the 
counting of each officer. The majority of the officers, who 
conducted the counting are members of the Joint Council, 
an organisation, which openly supports the United Front 
in Kerala. Some of the active members of the Congress 
Party were counting officers. There was wide disparity 
between the number of valid votes polled in the various 
assembly constituencies and the number of votes in the 


parliament constituency. There was confusion on account 
of over-crowding and disturbances due to the lack of space 
where the counting was done. Ballot papers for the parlia- 
ment constituency were printed in private presses. Tn some 
of the places even before the date of polling ballot papers 
were found and the irregularity was brought to the notice 
of the Election Commission. Fhe agents of the petitioner 
were not allowed to accompany the ballot boxes. The count- 
ing authorities violated the provisions of the Representation 
of the People Act. 1951 (for brevity the ‘Act’) and the 
Rules thereunder. The presiding officer at Bckala Pol ing 
Station himself put the sea) on several ballot papers. Two 
of such instances were found out and the party workers 
belonging to both the candidates demandod a re-poll, It 
was discovered during the counting that the ballot papers 
used for recording votes for Lok Sabha differed in material 
and colour. The prayer in the petition is to declare the 
election of the respondent as void on the ground of corrupt 
practices committed and that the results of the election 
have been materially and substantially affected by the 
corrupt practices committed by the agents interested or 
connected with the respondent and also for the non- 
compliance of the provisions of the Act. 

3. The respondent filed a detailed written statement 
traversing the allegations made by the petitioner. The peti- 
tion was not properly presented and is liable to bo dis- 
missed on that ground. The petition was not filed within 
the time prescribed under section 81 of the Act. In view of 
article 103 of the Constitution the High Court has no 
jurisdiction to entertain this petition because the election Is 
sought to be set aside on the ground of corrupt practices as 
well. In view of the enactment of articles 102 and 103 of 
the Constitution of India, the provisions of Sections 98, 99 
and 100 of the Act are no longer law in force and they 
were repealed by the articles 102 and 103 of the Constitu- 
tion. In any event sections 98, 99 and 100 of the Act are 
ultra vires of articles 102 and 103 of the Constitution. Jn 
view of articles 131(A) and 228(A) of Ihe Constitu- 
tion this court has no jurisdiction to consider the 
constitutional validity of sections 98, 99 and 100 of the 
Act. The respondent secured 2,27,305 votes, while the 
number of votes polled in favour of the petitioner was 
2,22,263. 13,307 ballot papers were rejected as invalid. 
The corrupt practices alleged in the petition are denied. 
Shri C. L. Mahin is not in the service of the Government 
and he does not come in any of the categories of the 
government servants enumerated in clauses (a) to fg) of 
section 123(7) of the Act. It is true that Shri Mahin is 
a member of the Kerala Pradesh Congress Committee 
and he was the additional Government Pleader and 
Additional Public Prosecutor, Kasaragod with effect from 
1-12-1976. As a Government Pleader he is not paid any 
salary or retainer by the Government, blit only the pres- 
cribed fee for cases in which he is engaged by the Govern- 
ment is paid, Shri Mahin was at no time the chairman 
of the respondent’s election committee. The respondent 
did not procure or obtain the assistance of Sri Mahin. 
The chairman of the election committee was Sri I Rama 
Rai, Vice President of the District Congress Committee. 
Annexurc (1) was not published with the consent of the 
respondent, Sri Mahin did not procure the assistance of the 
Circle Inspector of Police, Kasaragod and the Sub 
Inspector of Police, Kasaragod for furthering the prospects 
of the respondent’s election. The respondent, at any rate, 
had no knowledge regarding the conduct of Shri Mahin. 
The police officers did not accompany Sri Mahin when 
the latter went for election canvassing. The respondent 
has not given his consent to Shri Mahin for any canvassing. 
Shri Mahin has not threatened any person to work for the 
respondent. The objections raised on the basis of Sri Mahin’s 
interference in the election have no basis at all. The alle- 
gations in paragraph 3(a) of the election petition are vague in 
general. Sri Mahin did not work for the respondent with 
the knowledge and consent of the respondent. The alleged 
threat of Shri K. Suresh, Nullippadi by Shri Mahin is 
denied. Neither the respondent nor his agent or any other 
person with his consent had obtained or procured any 
assistance from Sri Mahin. The averments in paragraph 
3(B) of the petition are denied The respondent has no con- 
nection in the organisation and conduct of the seminars 
alleged in the petition. The respondent was requested to 
preside over the public meeting held on the Hariian Day 
before he filed hi* nomination paper. The respondent re- 
mained there only for a few minutes The respondent has no 
information or knowledge whether Rs. 6 was paid to each 
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participant. The respondent and his agents never attempted 
to procure the assistance Of the government officials. The 
respondent did not preside over the meeting. There wus 
no oiler of any gift or other illegal gratification to any 
person for casting votes in favour of the respondent.. The 
respondent does not at all know Sri Lakshminarayana Rao, 
Health Inspector, Kasaragod, and the respondent is not 
aware of the transfer of Sri Rao, The respondent has no 
connection with Sri Rao. The respondent has nothing to 
do with the transfer of Shri Lakshminarayana Rao. The 
respondent has never given his consent to Shri Rao to 
canvass votes in favour of the respondent. The respondent 
had never even heard of Mr. Lakshminarayana Rao before 
the election. The respondent does not know Dr. A. M. 
Nayak referred to in paragraph 3(d) of the petition. 
Dr. Nayak did not canvass any votes for the respondent. 
The respondent had not promised the Jumayath committee 
of the mosque at Arikkadi Village to obtain any electric 
connection for the mosque. The respondent did not influence 
the Hon'b'e Minister for Electricity to sanction the electric 
connection to the mosque at Arikkadi village. The respon- 
dent is not aware of the meeting held on 18-3-1977. The 
respondent has not attended the inauguration of the rural 
dispensary at Chattanchal, The respondent has no know- 
ledge, nor did he give his consent to the publication of the 
notice alleged to have been published by the Taluk Muslim 
League Committee. In any event, the said notice does not 
amount to any undue influence. There was no request to 
voters to vole on the basis of religion, caste, or community. 
There was no reading of any letter in the mosque as set 
out in paragraph (G) of the petition. The counting of votes 
was done in accordance with law, The averments in para- 
graph 4 of the petition are vague and hypothetical. All 
facilities were given to the election agents of the contest- 
ing candidates. The statements contained in paragraphs 5 to 
9 of the petition are vague and untrue. The rules relating 
to the printing of ballot papers were complied with. The rules 
regarding the safe custody of the ballot papers were also 
complied with. The ballot boxes in all the polling booths 
were duly sealed. The petition is not in compliance with 
Rule 94A of the Rules. The petitioner is not entitled to 
any reliefs. 

4. After discussing with both sides the following issues 
were framed : 

1. Is the petition maintainable in view of the reasons 
stated in the written statement of the respondent?. 

2. Whether the election of the respondent is vitiated 

by corrupt practices as alleged in the petition ? 

3. Regarding reliefs and costs. 

3. Issue No. 1. The maintainability of the petition is 
challenged by the respondent on the ground that in view 
of the enactment of articles 102 and 103 of the Constitution 
of India the provisions of sections 98, 99 and 100 of the 
Act is no longer in force and they were repealed by articles 
102 and 103. This question has been considered by me in 
the decision reported in Jalfar Khan v. Musfhaffa (1977 
K. L. T. 602) wherein I have held that this court has jurisdic- 
tion to try the election petition. Hence I find that the 
petition is maintainable. 

6. Issue No. 2. The petitioner gave evidence as P.W, 17 
in support of the allegations made in the petition regarding 
the corrupt practices alleged to have been committed 
by the respondent in the election. P.W. 17 deposed as 
follows : Q By Court “E Corrupt Practicesil eathenkiluni 
ncrittariyamo? Ans.” “C. L. Mahinum eathnlkakshiyum 
Kudi oare jeepil sancharikkimnatu ncril kandittundu. 
Bakkiyullathinepatti direct knowledge ilia”. Consequently, 
the question arising for decision is whether the other evi- 
dence available in the case establishes the corrupt practices 
set out in the petition. 

7. The different items of corrupt practice relied on by 
the petitioner may be considered independently. 

(a) One group of allegations relates to the conduct of 
one C. L. Mahin, who was at the relevant period the 
Additional Government Pleader and Additional Public 
Prosecutor at Kasaragod, He was examined as P.W. 9. 
One ground alleged against P.W. 9 Is the publica- 
tion of Ext. 67, a leaflet containing an appeal to the 
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electorate for casting their votes in favour of the res- 
pondent to the Parliament and one Ibrahim con- 
testing from the concerned Assembly constituency. P.W. 8 
was examined to prove that Ext. P7 was printed and 
published by P.W, 9. He admitted that Ext. P7 was printed 
and published by him as the chairman of the election com- 
mittee of the United Front, which consisted of the political 
parlies Congress, Muslim League, P.S.P., and C.P.I. P.W. 9 
also admitted that he spoke in support of the Congress 
candidates in two or three meetings. The allegation regard- 
ing the participation of P.W. 9 in the election campaign 
of the respondent is made in such a way as to suggest that 
a corrupt practice within the meaning of section 123(7) of 
the Act has been committed. P.W. 9 does not come in any 
one of the category of officers mentioned in section 123(7). 
P.W. 9 is not paid any retainer and he gets only the re- 
muneration at scheduled rate for the particular case he is 
asked to conduct on behalf of the Government.|Tho petitioner 
also does not seriously canvass for the position that P.W. 9 
is an officer of the government for the purpose of section 
123(7) of the Act. The particular argument advanced 
before me in this respect is that since P.W. 9 was holding 
a responsible position as Additional Government Pleader 
and Additional Public Prosecutor ho was in a position to 
influence the voters through police officers and it is to 
highlight this aspect that a second allegation is made as 
against P.W. 9. ft is averred in the petition that P.W. 9 
canvassed votes with the assistance of police officers. The 
practice was to go in a ieep with the Circle Inspector and 
Sub Inspector of Kasaragod to the house of a voter. The 
police officers will just wait on the road, while P.W. 9 would 
go to the house of the voter and threaten the voters there, 
with dire consequences if they do not vote for the respondent. 
He would simultaneously point out the presence of the 
police officers who arc standing outside. It is also the case 
of the petitioner that certain workers of the petitioner were 
similarly threatened by P.W. 9. To prove this part of the 
petitioner’s case P.W. 6 was examined. P.W. 6 deposed that 
on 17-3-1977 at about 8.00 P.M. P.W. 9 came to the house 
of this witness with the Circle Inspector and Sub Inspector. 
P.W. 9 pointing out the police officers threatened P,W. 6 
with detention under MI$A if he worked for the petitioner 
in this case. P.W. 6 is employed us a clerk in the Building 
Co-operative Society of Kasaragod. The president of that 
society is the petitioner in this case. P.W. 6 admitted that he 
was working for the petitioner publicly and that the workers 
of the Congress party were aware of it. Since P.W. 6 was 
a worker of i he petitioner it is not easy to accept his testi- 
mony, If P.W. 6 wa9 working for the petitioner publicly 
und if he was to be prevented from participating in any 
election campaign on behalf of the petitioner then certainly 
the respondent could have taken steps sufficiently early to 
silence P.W. 6. The polling was on 19-3-1977. According 
to P.W. 6, P.W, 9 came to his residence at about 7.00 or 
8.00 p.m, on 17-3-1977. Apparently there cannot be any 
public canvassing on the 1 8th. I am not prepared to accept 
the evidence of P.W. 6 for holding that P.W. 9 travelled 
with the police, officers for canvassing votes on behalf of 
the respondent. P.W. 9 emphatically denied the incident 
spoken to by P.W. 6. I find no reason to disbelieve his 
evidence in that respect. P.W. 17 has no personal knowledge 
regarding this matter and barring the evidence of P.W. 6 
there is no other acceptable evidence to prove the allega- 
tion. 


The publication of Ext, P7 by P.W. 9 or his participation 
in the election campaign of the respondent do not by them- 
selves constitute any corrupt practice. No doubt, it is 
admitted by the respondent as R.W. 1 that he has travelled 
with P.W. 9 two or three occasions. But R.W. 1 deposed 
that P.W. 9 was the president' of the election committee of 
the assesmbly constituency and not of the . parliamentary 
constituency, for which the respondent had a separate 
election committee headed by his chief election agent one 
Ram Rai. The argument advanced by the petitioner is 
that because of the official position held by P.W. 9 he 
was in a position to influence the police authorities, and 
therefore, that probability must be taken into considera- 
tion in evaluating the evidence of P.W. 6. I do not find 
any material to support the inference that because 
P.W, 9 was an Additional Government Pleader the police 
authorities were at his beck and call. It shall not be for- 
gotten that the allegation regarding corrupt practice is 
very similar to a criminal charge, and decision cannot be 
rendered upon surmises and suppositions unsupported by 
acceptable evidence either direct or circumstantial. 



438 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : FEBRUARY 18, 1978/MAGHA 29, 1899 [Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


(b) Another item of corrupt practice alleged is regard- 
ing a Seminar conducted at a place called Delampadi. The 
allegation is that at the instance of the respondent the 
Hon’ble Minister for Harijan Welfare alloted funds to 
conduct a seminar and Harijan Welfare Day under the 
auspices of the Harijan Welfare Department. That Minis- 
ter also belongs to the Congress Party, of which the 

respondent is a member. All the members of the Sche- 
duled Castes and Scheduled Tribes in the parliamentary 
constituency of Kasaragod were invited to the seminar 
held on 27-2-1977 and each of them was paid Rs. 6. 
The Harijan Welfare Department clearly made it known 
to these persons that if they fail to attend this seminar 
benefits extended to them will be wi hdrawn. Ext. P 2 
notice was printed and published. The allegations are 
attempted to be proved by the evidence of P.W. 1 and 
13 to 16, < 

P.W. 1 is the Special Inspector of Koragan Welfare. 
Ext. PI is the copy of a letter addressed to the Hon’ble 
Minister for Harijan Welfare by the President and Secretary 
of an Association called Delampadi Deseeya Karshaka 

Thozhilali Federation. It is dated 8th June, 1977, Ext. PI 
contains a reference to the seminar held on 27-2-1977 and 
also the receipt of Rs. 2,000 from the government to meet 
the expenses of the seminar. P.W. 1 deposed that Annexure 2 

of the petition is the notice of the seminar, that about 

Rs. 2,000 was spent by the government in connection with 
the seminar and that the delegates of the Scheduled Caste 
members who attended were each paid travelling allowance 
at the rate of Rs. 6. The seminar was conducted at the 
instance of one “Pourvakeshc Scmrekshene Samithy”. — The 
petitioner also is a member of that Samithi and P.W. 1 
deposed that there was a similar seminar in 1976 and 
another seminar after the election March 1977. The fact 
that a seminar was conducted on 27-2-1977, that expenses 
were met by the Government and that the delegates were 
paid T.A. at the rale of Rs. 6 are not challenged by the 
respondent. But the question iy whether the respondent had 
anything to do with the seminar. The evidence of P.W. 1 
does not throw any light on that aspect. 

P.W, 13 is the President of the Delampadi Punchayal. He 
deposed that he was usually invited for similar seminars, 
and for the seminar on 27-2-1977 he was not invited. The 
names of the speakers shown in Ext. 22 notice were read 
out to him, and he deposed (hat except two persons who 
are not known to him the others are Congress members. 
The suggestion put to this witness is that since most of the 
speakers were congressmen the seminar way practically a 
propaganda meeting of the Congress party. P.W. 13 did 
not participate in the seminar, and consequently, he cannot 
throw much light on that aspect. That apart, he admitted 
that the seminar was conducted Ht the instance of the 
“Kaserkode "Pourvakeshc Scmrekshene Samithy”. He further 
admitted that he is a member of the Muslim League (Opposi- 
tion) party which was working for the netitioner in the last 
election. Thus the evidence of P.W. 13 does not advance 
the case of the petitioner. 

P.W. 14 is alleged to have attended the seminar. He 
deposed that Sbri P K. Thuppran the Taluk Welfare 
Inspector, Kasaragod, canvassed people to vote for the 
Congress. He stated that he way repealing the words spoken 
to by the Welfare Inspector. He admitted that there were 
other speakers in the seminar, but he does not remember 
any portion of their speeches. He way asked whether he was 
involved in a criminal case. Initially he denied it. But when 
the matter was further pursued in the cross-examination he 
admitted that in a criminal case taken against one Shashappan 
Govindan he way also detained in the lock-up for 16 days. 
He admitted .that he was implicated in an arson case. I am 
not prepared to place any reliance on the evidence of this 
witness. 

P.W. 15 deposed that he participated in the seminar 
held in pursuance of Ext. P2 notice. He deposed that to 
each delegate an amount of R». 6 was paid and that when 
the amount was paid the Welfare Inspector told the con- 
cerned recipients to vote for the Congress. According to 
him the delegates were paid in the ‘panthal’ where the 
meeting was held there were about 100 persons to receive 
the amount. P:W. 15 would go to the extent of saying that 
the Welfare Inspector told everyone of them to vole for the 
Congress, If the version of P.W. 15 is to be believed it 
would mean that in a public meeting held in the ‘panthal’ 


and where several people were present the Welfare Inspector 
openly canvassed votes for the Congress party. It is not 
easy to believe that version, and I hav c no hesitation in 
rejecting his testimony, 

P.W. 16 is yet another person who is alleged to have 
attended the seminar. He deposed that the respondent in 
this cave presided over the meeting. A leading question was 
asked to him whether anything was mentioned about the 
votes, and he answered in ihc affirmative. According to him 
votes were canvassed on the representation that the Con- 
gress i;j working for the uplift of the Harijans and Girijans. 
He deposed that the respondent spoke for 10 or 15 minutes 
at about 6.15 p.m., and then left the place. The witness 
also is alleged to have left the place immediately. In cross- 
examination it was suggested to him whether he was 
not a polling agent of the petitioner. But P.W. 16 denied. 
To me he appeared to be hired witness and his version 
regarding the canvassing of votes for the Congress etc., 
cannot be believed, 

As reference to earlier it is true that a seminar way con- 
ducted on 27-2-1977. Ext. P2, the notice regarding the 
seminar show that the seminar was conducted under the 
auspices of the “Kesarkode Pouravekeshc Scmrekshene 
Samithy”. P,W. 1 deposed the petitioner in this case also 
is a member of that Samithi. Ext, P2 shows that there 
were a number of speakers. The only link to connect the 
respondent with that function Is that he was the chairman 
of the public meeting to be held at 4.15 p.m. The inaugura- 
tion was to be done by Sri N. K. Balakrishnan, the Health 
Minister. The names of 10 speakers are given. It is rather 
difficult to accept the case of the petitioner that the seminar 
was a pre-conceived plan of the ruling parties lor carrying 
on the election propaganda in, their favour P.W. 17, 
the petitioner deposed that he saw Ext. P2 ear- 

lier and that the details of the seminur were spoken to him 
by one Krishnan, a member of the Marxist Party. Ext. P2 
is dated 1 8-2-1977. The date for filing the nomination papery 
for the election was on the previous day. The decision to con- 
vene the seminar must necessarily have been laken before 
the matter covered by Ex. P2 notice was given to the press 
for printing. There in no evidence in the case to show as 
to when exactly rhe decision was taken. But it is abundantly 
clear from the evidence of P.W. 1 as well as the contents 
of Ext. P2 that the seminar was conducted under the auspices 
of the “Pourvakeshe Scmrekshene Samithy” of which the 
petitioner also is a member. Though the petitioner has got 
a complaint that be was not specially invited for the semi- 
nar. if he had any apprehension regarding the nature of the 
seminar he would have certainly gone for the seminar 
because bein^ a member of thin Samithi no special invita- 
tion is required for him. The circumstances tnay perhaps 
suggest that the petitioner had no suspicion regarding the 
nature of the seminar at the lime when Ext. P2 was printed 
and published. The general meeting of the seminar was to 
be presided over by the respondent. R.W. 1 deposed that 
because he was late the meeting was presided by some 
officer and that he spoke only for about five minutes and 
left the place. It is admitted by him that he revealed to the 
people there that he was a candidate for the parliamentary 
constituency and that he was seeking their assistance. From 
this sole circumstance it cannot be inferred that the entire 
seminar was a preconceived plan of the ruling parties. The 
allegation made in the petition is as fol'ows : "At the 
instance of the respondent [he Hon'ble Minister for Harijans 
Welfare, who is also a member of the Congress allotted 
funds to conduct a seminar and Harijan Day under (he 
auspices of the Harijan Welfare Department”. “Hnrijenekishna 
Vakuppintc Abhinukhiathil’’. There is no evidence worth 
name to substantiate this contention, and as already referred 
to. the evidence nvailble is lo the elfect that the entire 
seminal’ was arranged by the “Pouravekeshc Semrekshene 
Samithy”. From the evidence of P.W. 1 it is further clear 
that this way not an isolated seminar and that a committee 
of the aforesaid association determined to hold three semi- 
nars and that the third seminar was. as a mailer of fact, 
conducted after the election. The mere fact that the res- 
pondent canvassed votes in his own favour in that meeting 
docs not mean that the officers who attended (be meeting 
and who were responsible for conducting ffie seminar offered 
their services to the respondent in furtherance of his election 
for the purpose of yection 123 of the Act. Again, the mere 
suggestion of the petitioner that most of the speakers 
whose names arc seen printed irt Ext. P2 belonged to the 
Congress Party cannot lead to the conclusion that the 
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seminar was a pre-arranged matter for (he purpose of further- 
ing the Interests of the respondent. With ihe evidence now 
on record I am unable, to hold that the petitioner has 
succeeded in proving this allegation. 

(c) It iu alleged by the petitioner that one Lakshminora- 
yana Rao, who was the Health Inspector of Kasaragod was 
transferred to Calicut Corporation, and at the instance of 
.the respondent that Health Inspector was retransferred to 
Kasaragod on 27-2-1977 against rules. The further allega- 
tion is that retransfer was for the purpose of using the 
influence of that Health Inspector to canvass votes for the 
respondent. P.W. 17 hay produced certain records to show 
that the concerned officer was transferred from Kasaragod 
for misconduct. It is also proved that the said officer was 
rclransfcrrcd to Kasurugod on 25-2-1977. But that by itaelf 
does not advance the case of ihc petitioner. The case pul 
forward by Ihe petitioner is that the Health Inspector 
threatened merchants and the people of the locality with 
dire consequences if they do not vote for the respondent. 
The pelilioner examined P.Wm. 7 and 12 to substantiate this 
allegation. 

P.W 7 is the proprietor of a hotel within the Kasargod 
Municipality. He deposed that some iwo weeks prior to 
ihc polling dale Health and Pood Inspector Sri Pakshmi- 
narayana Rao told him to vote for the respondent and for 
Sri Ibrahim, who was contesting from the Kasaragod 
Assembly constituency on the Congress ticket. The whness 
would add that as a reward for doing so the Health Inspector 
promised to withdraw a criminal case pending against 
P.W. 7 and that the Inspector threatened that if the wit- 
ness did not vote fresh prosecution will be levied. Accord- 
ing to the witness a week prior to the polling lie was sum- 
mond lo the residence of the Inspector whore he found 
other merchants and hoteliers to whom also l.akshminarayana 
Rao insisted on giving their voles to the respondent. P.W. 7 
admitted that the respondent contested in the previous 
election and that the witness was against the Congress 
then. Prom the evidence of P.W. 7 i; could be seen that 
there was a criminal prosecution pending against him in the 
local Magistrate'll court. He pleaded ignorance regarding 
the details of the charge, and he deposed that ultimately 
he pleaded guilty and a penally of Rs. 300 was imposed. 
Hr added that he pleaded guilty because the Health Inspector 
advised him to do so. The evidence of this witness does 
not inspire confidence. It has come out from the evidence 
ihat the petitioner was the Chairman of the Municipality 
during the relevant period, and it is not easy to believe that 
the Health Inspector working in ihe same Municipality 
cou'd have an publicly summoned merchants and o her 
hotelicrs for the purpose of canvassing votes on behalf of 
the respondent. I am not inclined to accept the testimony 
of P.W, 7. P.W. 17 deposed that P.W. 7 did not made any 
complaint to himnnd that P.W. 7 came to know of 
these incidents after the election. 


PW. 12 is residing in ihe llarijan colony at Amayi. He 
deposed lha' the Health Inspector Sri l.akshminarayana Rao 
came to that colony five or eight days before the polling 
and asked the residents there to vote for the respondent and 
also for Ihc assembly candidate Sh ri T. A. Ibrahim. The 
residents of the colony are (hen alleged lo have said that 
their idea was to vole for Iheir chairman, namely (lie 
petitioner. The Health Inspector is then alleged to have 
said that though he was transferred from Kasaragod at the 
instance of the petitioner he has succeeded in coming hack 
thereby showing tha; he is more powerful than Ihe chair- 
man. The witness further deposed that tvvo dayn after lha! 
there was a meeting presided over by P.W. 9 in which the 
respondent and the assembly candidate Sri Ibrahim partici- 
pated. P.W. 12 was originally employed as a police constable 
in the Mysore State. In the cross-examination the suggestion 
was that he was dismissed from service for misconduct, lie 
denied the suggestion and said that he voluntarily gave un 
Ihe iob because he fell that a policemen's job is not good. 
Neither himself nor any other member of (he colony com- 
plained to the chairman about the conduct of Mr. Rao, and 
he does not remember the date or even the week of the 
meeting about which he spoke in ihe chief examination. Tvcn 
assuming hat ihe case pul forward by the pelilioner regard- 
ing the activities of the Health Inspector Sri l.akshminara- 
yana Rao is true. if . is very doubtful , whether that could 
constitute a corrupt practice because Lakshminarayana Rao 


docs not come within any one of the categories of officers re- 
ferred to in section 123(7) of the Act. It was because of this 
difficulty ihai at the time of neaiing the learned counsel 
for the petitioner suggested that the vitiating element in the 
whole episode is the influence exerted by the respondent 
on the Director of Municipalities for retransferring Mr, Rao 
lo Kasaragod. There iu no evidence worth the name, to sub- 
stantiate that allegation- It fol.ows, therefore, that this allega- 
tion also must fail. 

(d) According to the petitioner Dr. A. M. Naik, the 
Medical Officer attached to a Hospital at Kumbla was persuad- 
ed to take leave by Ihe respondent. Dr. Naik accordingly, 
look leave and worked in the Odoor village canvassing votes 
for the respondent. There was thus an attempt on the part of 
the respondent to procure votes through the assistance of a 
gazetted officer. Barring the interested testimony of P.W. 17, 
who has no personal knowledge of these matters, there is 
no evidence whatsoever to support this serious allegation. In 
fact, this allegation was not; pressed at the time of hearing. 
The petitioner has failed to prove this allegation as well. 

(c) mere is a mosque at /uikKadi village, and it is being 
administered uy the jumuyaifl committee, it is alleged by 
the petitioner tflat to woo the Muslun electorate the respon- 
dent promised tnat he would obrain electric connection to 
tne mosque. Thereafter the respondent by influencing the 
Minister ror electricity caused connection to be given to the 
mosque on 15-3-1977 overlooking the prior claims of othet 
people. In a meeting held in the mosque on 18-3-1977 there 
was open canvassing of votes in favour of the respondent on 
the basis that it was at his instance that the mosque obtain- 
ed electric connection. The allegation is sought to 'be pro- 
ved through P. Ws. 2, 3 and 10, 

P.W. 2 is the Electrical Executive Engineer Kasaragod, Ext, 
P.3 is a communication relating to the granting of electrical 
connection lo Arikkady Kadavalh Mosque. According to 
the witness the applications [or electric connection are group- 
ed differently on the basis of the approximate expenditure 
involved in giving the connection. One category is that involv- 
ing expenditure Irctween Rs, 2500 to Rs. 10,000. There were 
live applicants in that group and ihe area where the mos- 
que situated is No. 5 in that category. Nos. I to 3 are ap- 
plications for domestic connections. No. 4 is a combined ap- 
plication for agricultural purpose and domestic purpose. He 
deposed that connection was given to the mosque before con- 
nection was given to applicant Nos. 1 to 4 in lhat group. 
His evidence is to Ihe effect that there arc certain rules ob- 
served in the matter of fixing the priority for giving electri- 
cal connection. Religious in.sliti!' Ions like mosques arc given 
priority among applicants for domestic consumption. Conse- 
quently the granting of connection to the area where the mos- 
que is situated docs not affect the priority as regards appli- 
cants 1 to 3. Applicant No. 4 mentions agricultural purpose 
also. P.W. 2 deposed that agricultural connection has the 
first priority and in that sense il can be said that it was over- 
looking the priority of applicant No. 4 in that category that 
connection was granted to the mosque. P.W. 2 deposed (bat 
he gave the connection on the basis of instructions from 
P.W. 3. the Superintending Enuineer of Electricity, P.W. 2 
concerned that if strict priority is to be observed thaen as bet- 
ween applicant Nos. 4 and 5 in that group applicant No. 4 
had the priority. Thus by the evidence of P.W. 2 it would 
appear that there was an out of turn sanction for extension of 
electric lines to the mosoue. P.W. 3 is the Superintending En- 
gineer who issued Ext. P3 instruction to P.W. 2. He deposed 
that at the time of issuing Ext. P3 he had no list of annli- 
rants with bun to ascertain Ihe priority and Ihm F.xt. P3 in- 
stniction was given because of a telephone message he receiv- 
ed from the Chief Engineer of Electricity to expedite the 
extension of electric lines to the mosque, P.W. 3 then sent 
Ext. P4 letter to the Chief Engineer regarding that matter, 
ft would appear that some favour was shown to the mosane 
area in the matter of extending the electric connection. For 
the purpose of this ncti'ion I am not concerned with the pro- 
priety or legality of the conduct of P.Ws. 2 and 3. The ques- 
tion is whether the respondent or his agent or any other per- 
son with the consent or knowledge of the respondent was 
responsible for the extension of electric lines to the mosque. 
From the evidence of P.Ws. 2 and 3 it could be seen that 
the order came from the Chief Engineer, who has not been 
examined in (his case. To connect the respondent with the 
aforesaid matter the petitioner examined P.W. 10— P.W, 10 
deposed that he is a member of the Jumayath Committee, 
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The wiring was completed some five years back; and the mos- 
que got actual connection only on ] 5-3-1977; He deposed 
that in a meeting the respondent promised that he will secure 
the electric connection if people will vote in his favour. 
Thereafter the respondent went to Manjeshwar accompanied 
by P.W. 10 and certain other people and trom a Beedi com- 
pany the respondent contacted the Minister for Electricity 
over phone and requested the Minister to expedite the ex- 
tension of electric lines to the mosque. He also deposed that 
on 18-3-1977 after the prayer in the mosque the Mukri in- 
formed the gathering that they obtained electric connection 
through the influence of the respondent. In the cross-examina- 
tion the witness deposed that the application for extension was 
given by the Kumbla panchayat and that 10 or 15 other people 
also got connection. He deposed that the meeting wherein the 
respondent spoke was held on 15-3-1977. Realising the mis- 
take he added that the meeting after which, the phone ea I was 
made was conducted on the 4th of March. The speech was 
made at Arikkady whereas the phone call was made from 
Manjeshwar, which is about 13 miles away from Arikkady. 
P.W. 10 deposed that the meeting was over by about 7.30 in 
the evening and that he was asked to accompany the respon- 
dent and _ his people by one Ramappa Master. The version 
of this witness that he accompanied the respondent and others 
to Manjeshwar, and that he actually heard the respondent 
speaking to the Electricity Minister over phone from the 
office of a Beedi Company at about 9.40 in the night appears 
to be artificial. It is not known why P.W. 10 accompanied 
Ihe respondent lo Manjeshwar, 13 miles away. His evidence 
did not impress me, and I am not prepared to believe his 
version that the respondent made the promise in a meeting 
and then carried out the promise by contacting the concerned 
Minister. P.W. 10 admitted that he does not know to read or 
write. Even assuming that the version given by P.W. 10 is 
true, there is nothing on evidence to indicate that the Chief 
Engineer, Electricity, received any order from the Minister 
concerned in this matter. With this evidence on record, it is 
not possible to connect the respondent with the extension of 
electric lines to the mosque. I am not also prepared to believe 
the evidence of P.W.10 to the effect that on 18-3-1977 the 
Mukri of the mosque spoke about the part played by the 
respondent in securing electric connection to the mosque. 
The work of the Mukri according to him is bringing water and 
to clean the mosque. The Mukri has not been examined, and 
it is doubtful whether a man of Mukri’s position could have 
influenced the gathering in the mosque. Here again, P.W. 17 
has no direct knowledge about these matters and his version 
is that the allegation was made on the basis of a general talk 
in the locality that the respondent was responsible for giving 
electric connection. The petitioner has thus failed to prove 
that the respondent had something to do with the extension 
of electric lines to the area where the mosque is situated and 
that the extension of the lines was for the purpose of securing 
votes for the respondent. 

(f) The government rural dispensary at Chattanchal was 
being run in a building belonging to one T. K. Abdulkhader. 
A new building was in the process of construction to house 
the dispensary. The dispensary was shifted from the building 
of Abdulkhader to the newly constructed building 
and the Hon’ble Minister Shri N. K. Balakrishnan opened the 
dispensary. The allegation of the petitioner is that the cons- 
truction of the new building was not completed and it was 
through the influence of the respondent that the dispensary 
was shifted from the rented building to the newly constructed 
building. Ext. P5 is a notice issued ip connection with the 
opening of the dispensary and according to the petitioner in 
that meeting presided over by the Collector votes were can- 
vassed for the respondent. P.W.4 was examined to prove this 
allegation. He doposed that the dispensary was transferred 
to the new building on 4-3-1977 at a time when the con- 
struction was not completed. He proved Ext. P5 notice. The 
witness is alleged to have attended the meeting and heard 
the speeches of Health Minister Sri Balakrishnan, Collector 
Sri Kunhikoya and the Congress Mandjlani President Sri 
Gangadharan. The witness deposed that the respondent did 
not participate in that meeting. There is thus no material 
to establish that the dispensary was shifted and the meeting 
was convened at the instance of the respondent or his agent. 
The suggestion to the witness in the cross-examination was 
that he was a worker of the Marxist party. The witness denied 
it. Paragraph 3(f) of the election petition dealing with ibis 
groun does not specifically state that the District Collector 
delivered a speech canvassing votes for the respondent. The 
allegation is that it was at the instance of the respondent 


that the Coljecor and the District Medical Officer arranged 
for the shifting of the dispensary to the unfinished new con- 
struction and that in the inauguration meeting the District 
Collector presided. P.W.4 would deposes that the District 
Collector canvassed votes for the respondent in that meeting. 
It is very difficult to believe that version because even the 
petitioner has no such case in his petition. Just as in the case 
of other allegations; P.W. 17 has no personal knowledge 
about the whole affair. He admitted that he had election 
workers in that area and none of then reported to him about 
the aforesaid incident. I find that sufficient evidence is not 
available to connect the respondent or his election agent or 
any other person with the knowledge or consent of the res- 
pondent or his election agent with the shifting of the dispen- 
sary as well as the inauguration of the dispensary as well as 
the inauguration of the dispensary in the new building. The 
petitioner has not succeeded in proving this allegation, 


(a) The respondent was a candidate put up by the rul- 
ing front consisting of the Congress, Indian Muslim League, 
C.P.I., etc. It is alleged by the petitioner that the Taluk Com- 
mittee of the Indian Muslim League issued Ext, P6 letter 
to be read in various mosques situated within the constitu- 
ency. Exl. P6, according to the petitioner, contains materials 
which are likely to promote feelings of enmity and hatred 
between the citizens of India. According to Ihe petitioner the 
notice was read in the mosques at Patia, Bayikerc, Ballippadi, 
Arikkadi, Belinjee and Angadimogaru. P.Ws. 5 and 11 were 
examined to prove this part of the petitioner's case. P.W. 5 
deposed that he is a resident of Belinjee and that some eight 
days prior to the polling date, on a Friday after the prayer 
the Mukri of the mosque read Ext. P.6. P.W. 5 admitted that 
he used to work in the garden lands of the petitioner. He does 
not know from whom Ext. P6 was received. He admitted 
that he does not know to read or write Mnlayalam. When he 
was asked whether he can recite from memory the contents 
of any other notice he has read, his answer was that he does 
not remember. He admitted “Malayalam vachakam kettal sad- 
harana carmayi] nilkrilla”. In the re-examination there was 
a faint attempt to elicit from the witness that he remembers 
the contents of Ext. P.6 P.W. 5 appears to be a hired wit- 
ness, who cannot be believed. 


P.W. II is a member of Bcllippadi Jumayath. He 
deposed that he heard a notice being read in the mosque the 
concluding portion of which, according to him, was to the 
effect that the petitioner and Ibrahim arc collaborators of 
R.S.S. and Jana Sangh and that they caused harm to the 
Muslims, and therefore, votes shall not be given to them. 
It was further stated in Ext. P6 that votes shall be given to 
Ramachandran and T. E. Ibrahim. In the earlier portion of the 
deposition the witness mentioned that T.E. Ibrahim also 
shall not be given votes because he is in collaboration with 
R.S.S. and Jana Sangh. To explain that error a leading ques- 
tion was asked “Arkkanu vote chaeyyenda cannu paranjathu". 
His answer is “Abdul Rnhimamim Ramcnnnrai Klim” 
In the cross-examination he admitted that he docs not know 
who are R.S.S. and what is meant by Jana Sangh. He was 
asked whether he could remember the contents of any notice 
in Malayalam read over to him and he answered in the ne- 
gative. It is rather unusual that he could remember the con- 
tents of Ext. P6. P.W. 1 1 appears to be another hired witness. 
Regarding Ext. P,6 there is another aspect which cannot 
be overlooked. The printer has not examined and the origi- 
nal manuscipt also has not been produced. Tt is not therefore 
known whether actually the notice was published by the 
League mentioned therein. It was perhaps of this lacuna in 
the evidence that the petitioner attempted to connect the res- 
pondent with the notice through the evidence of P.Ws 5 and 
11, Since those witnesses cannot he believed it has only 
to be held that the petitioner has failed to prove this allega- 
tion as well. 

8. Though there are certain vague allegations regarding 
irregularities in counting no issue was raised and no argu- 
ment also was advanced by the petitioner. In fact, P.W. 17 
did not give any evidence regarding those allegations., I have, 
therefore, considered only the question of corrupt practices, 
which alone was pressed before me at the time of argu- 
ment by the petitioner. 

9. A separate order under Section 99 of ihe Act is pas- 
sed. 
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10, Issue No, 3. In view of the finding of Iosue No. 2 
1 hold that the petitioner is not entitled to the reliefs prayed 
for in the election petition. 

In the result, the election petition is dismissed with costs 
of the respondent. Advocate’s fee is fixed at Rs. 500. 

The Office will communicate the substance of this deci- 
sion to the Election Commisssion and the Speaker of the 
Lok Sabha. It shall also send an authenticated copy of this 
tlecir.'.'on, as soon as it is ready, to the Election Commission 
as provided in section 103 of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951. 

4th November, 1977 

Sd|- N. D. P. Namboodiripad, Judge. 

APPENDIX 

Petitioner’s Exhibits: 

Ext. PI dated 8-6-77 — Tetter from the Secretary, Delam- 
padi Desseeya Karshaka thozhilali Federation to the 
Minister for Harijan Welfare, Govt, of Kerala, 
Trivandrum, 

Ext. P2 dated 18-2-77 — Notice regarding Harijan Semi- 
nar, 

Ext. P3 dated 7-3-77— Letter No. PB4/GEN /77 of P.A. 
Ramanujam Superintending Engineer, Kozhikode. 

Ext. P4 dated 7-3-77 — Do. letter of Superintending En- 
gineer to Chief Engineer. 

Ext. P5 dated 1-3-77— Notice regarding inauguration of 
Govt. Dispensnary. 

Ext. P6 dated --Statement of Indian Union Mus- 

lim League Taluk Committee, Kasargod relating to 
voting. 

Ext. P7 dated — Appeal to the voters of the Kas- 

argod Constituency. 

Ext. P8 dated 7-8-75— Resolution of the Municipal 

Council, Kasargod. 

Ext. P9 dated — 'Report of the Committee Consti- 

tuted as per the council Resolution dated 7-8-1975. 

Ext. P10 dated —Letter containing disccnting note 

to the Chairman, Kasargod Municipality, Kasargod. 

Ext. Pll dated 21-10-76— Proceedings No. E3.9807|76 
of the Director of Municipalities, Trivandrum. 

Ext. P12 dated 25-2-1977— Proceedings No. E3.4871/77 
of the Director of Municipalities, Trivandrum. 

Ext. P13 dated 21-2-77— Letter No. 4025177 of the 
Director of Municipalities, Trivandrum to the Muni- 
cipal Chairman, Kasargod. 

F.xt, P14 dated — Tour Programme of Shri V. M. 
Augustine, Director of Municipalities. 

Ext. P15 dated 25-2-77 — Resolution of the Municipal 
Council, Kasargod. 

Ext, P 16 dated 9-10-76— Certified copy of C.C. 977/76. 

Ex'. P17 dated 6-6-77 — Certified copy of amendment of 
charges. 

Respondent's Exhibits : 

Nil 

Petitioner's Witness : 

PW1 A. Ramanada Shenoy, 

PW2 P. V. Krishnan. 

PW3 P. D. Ramanujan. 

PW4 Abdul Rahiman A. 

PW5 Moideenkunju. 

PW6 K. Suresh, 

PW7 Narayanan. 

PW8 Vishwanatha Prabhu. 

PW9 C. L. Mahin, 

PW10 S. A. Kader. 

PW1 1 E. Mammnd. 


PW12 Madfaavan. 

PW13 B.P, Abdulla 

PW14 P. Narayanan. 

PW15 Ganappa Nair. 

PW16 Mahesan. 

PW17 M. Ramanna Rai. 

Respondent witness : 

RW1 Ramachandran Kadannappally. 

Memo of coats to the Respondent 
Stamp on Vakalath Rs. 5 
Advocate’s fee Rs. 500 

Total Rs. 50 5 

Sdl- Assistant Registrar 
(No. 82/LD-HP/9 77) 

S.O. 398. — In pursuance of section 106 of the Represen- 
tation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission hereby publishes the judgment dated the 17 
October, 1977 of the High Court of Kerala, Ernakulam, 
Cochin-11 in Election Petition No. 22 of 1977. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA, ERNAKULAM 

PRESENT 

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE N. D. P, NAMBOO- 
DIRIPAD. 

Monday, the 17th October, 1978 

E. P. No. 22/1977 

PETITIONER : 

Dr. K. K. Mohamad Koya, Kunnamkallam House. 
Kalpcni Island, Lakshadweep. 

By. Advs. M/s. Chandrasekharan, P. N, Kxishnakctty 
Achan, P. N, K. Achan, K, Vtjayan, N. N. Suguna- 
palan & V. I. Joseph. 

RESPONDENT : 

Shri P. M. Sayeed, (P. Mohammed Sayeed) Padannath 
House, Androth Island, Lakshadweep. 

By Advs. M/s. P. C. Mohsin & P. K. Musa. 

This Election Petition having been heard on 12-10-1977 
in the presence of M/s. K. Chandrasekharan, P.N.K, Achan, 
K. Vijayan. N. N. Sugunapalan & V. I. Joseph Advocate for 
the petitioner and of M/s. P. C. Mohsin $ P. K. Musa 
Advocate for the Respondent the Court on 17-10-1977 de- 
livered the following : — 

JUDGMENT 

In the general elections to the House of the People held 
in March 1977 the petitioner and the respondent were the 
duly nominated candidates who contested for the Lakshad- 
weep constituency, a Union territory. Poll was taken on 
March 16, 1977 and the counting of votes took place on 
March 20, 1977, In the results announced on the same 
date the respondent was declared elected to the House of the 
People from the Union Territory of Lakshadweep. Accord- 
ing to the petitioner the election is invalid because of tho 
corrupt practices committed by the respondent and his elec- 
tion agent and certain other persons with the consent of the 
respondent and his election agent. The particular items of 
corrupt practices alleged arc set out in detail in sub-para- 
graphs 1 to 1 1 of paragraph 4 of the petition. They arc 
as follows : The respondent received a bank draft for one 
lakh of rupees from the General Secretary of the Kerala 
Pradesh Congress Committee and the money so Obtained was 
utilised by the respondent for making gifts to the electors. 
The respondent brother Shri Sayed Muhammed Koya Muv 
aliar and Shri Muthukoya Thengal, the Khazi in Ameni 
Islands while campaigning for the respondent promoted feelings 
af enmity and hatred between different classes of citizens of 
India on grounds of religion and community. The petitioner 
was represented as an infidel and a nominee of the Janatha 
party. The respondent and his election agentR threatened the 
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voters that if they refuse to vote for the respondent the 
concession extended to the islands in the matter of payment 
of revenue, free education, etc., will be withdrawn. A 
publication under the name ‘Kahnlam’ was printed and dis- 
tributed by Lakshadweep Students Association, of which the 
respondent is the patron, containing false, reckless and 
scurriflous allegations against the petitioner, There was non- 
compliance w'iih the provisions of the Constitution and the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 (for brevity the Act), 
and the Rules thereunder. Sufficient time was not given to 
rttise objections to the electoral roll with the result that per- 
sons below' the age of 21 years on the qualifying date were 
registered as voters. The ballot boxes collected from the 
polling stations in the Islands of Ameni, Kadamatt, Killian, 
Chetlath, Agathi and Bithra were transported in the Indian 
Navy Ship to which the petitioner and his agents had no easy 
access. The administration had two ships which could have 
been used for that purpose.- The time Jixed for polling 
was insufficient. Polling was purposefully delayed by the 
presiding officers in Ihc Minicoi Islands. The ruling party 
made use of government officers to canvass votes for the res- 
pondent. Mr. Lahker, who was purposefully appointed as 
Administrator in the place of Shri Varma was closely related 
to the leaders of the Congress Party, and the respondent was 
a candidate of (hat party. The respondent obtained the assis- 
tance of Shri Lahker. The Collector of the Islands Shri 
Ramii directed the police to remove the flag and the board 
of the Congress party office at Minicoi Islands, which was 
then supporting the petitioner. The removal of the flag 
and the name board prejudicially affected the petitioner. The 
respondent is thus guilly of corrupt practices as defined in 
sections 123(1), 123(3)(u), 123(2) and 123(4) of the Act. 
The facts set out in clauses 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9 constitute vio- 
lation of the Constitution and the Acl. But for the corrupt 
practices and non-compliance with the provisions of law 
the petitioner could have obtained the majority votes. The 
prayers in the petition are for, (a) a declaration the elec- 
tion of the respondent is void; (b) for a declaration that the 
petitioner has been duly elected to the House of the People 
from the Lakshadweep Parliamentary Constituency; and (c) 
to grant the petitioner costs and consequential reliefs. 

2. In his written statement the respondent raised the 
following contentions : Since Ihc petilion was presented in 
court not by the petitioner but by his counsel there was no 
proper presentation and consequently the petitioner is liable 
to ire dismissed under section 86(1 ) of the Act. The true 
signed copies of the election petition was submitted in court 
only on 28-5-1977. There was thus violation of section 81(3) 
of the Act. On that ground also Ihc petition is liable to the 
dismissed. Since the petition alleges corrupt practices, this 
court has no jurisdiction to enquire into those allegations 
Under article 103 of the Constitution ihe question 

of corrupt practice can be enquired into only by the elec- 

tion Commission on consultation with the President of India. 
In view of article 103 of the Constitution, sections 98 to 
100 of the Act shopld be deemed to have been repealed. 
Again, in view of the Constitution (Forty-second Amendment) 
Act, sections 98 to 100 of the Act have, become unconstit- 
utional, and that question cannot be decided by this court in 
view of article 226A of the Constitution. The respondent 
was declared elected on 20-3-1977. The election petition is 
seen to have been filed before the court on 28-5-1977. In 

view of section 81 of Ihc Act the petitioner had only 45 

days’ time to file the election petition. The petition is there- 
fore barred by limitation. All the allegations of Malpractice 
alleged in Ihe petition are baseless and - completely vague ns 
to offend section 83A and B of the Act. The respondent 
did not receive any money from Shri P. C. Chacko. General 
Secretary of the Kerala Pradesh Congress Committee for 
making gifts. One lakh of rupees was never intended for 
election expenses and neither was that used for the same. 
The said rnonev is even now in deposit in the Syndicate Bank. 
Kavarati. it i« a contribution from K.P.C.C. lowards the 
construction of Congress House (D.C.C. Office) at Kav- 
aratfii. No money was distributed at Kadamath or eifts at 
other places, Sri Sm-cd Mohammed Kova or Mutluikoya 
Thangal were never close associates of the respondent. The 
respondent is not aware of the speeches alleged to have been 
made during the election campaign. The respondent had at 
no lime, asked them directly or indirectly (o make anv 
speech or to do anv campaign for the purpose of advnnsim’ 
his election prospects, The respondent is not aware of 


Moulavi S.. V. Yousuff Koya Thangal of Androth. The 
step brother of the respondent by name Shri Saycd Moha- 
mmed Koya Musaliyar is working in Anrini Island, but he 
never took part in the election campaign or the election 
.speeches. The respondent had no election agent working 
for him at any time. The allegations of threat, promise and 
undue influence on the electors are incorporated in. the peti- 
tion only for the purpose of the petition. The respondent is 
not aware of or responsible for any publication made lo 
vilify the character of the petitioner as mentioned in para- 
graph 4 of the petition. The respondent has not come 
across any such publication al any time. No corrupt prac- 
tices have been committed by any person for the benefit 
of the respondent with the consent and knowledge of the 
respondent. The contents in clauses 7 and 8 of paragraph 
4 of the petition are vague. The grievance of the petitioner 
as disclosed in those clauses, if true, are grievances that 
would have affected adversely the respondent also. The 
respondent had no connection with the actual conduct of the 
election amF'subsequent procedures. There was no dereliction 
of duty as alleged in. the petition. The assertions in clauses 

9 to 1 1 of paragraph 4 of the petition are vague and hence 

incapable of advancing proper replies. As far as the respon- 
dent knows, polling in Minicoy was started al the correct 
time and was conducted in a peaceful and legal manner. 
No government official has at any time canvassed votes for 
the respondent. Transfer of Mr. Varma might have been 
for administrative reasons or for reasons known to the 
Union Government. To the knowledge of the respondent 
Mr. T.akker has no hold on Congress leaders or officials. The 
respondent had at no time obtained or sought any help 
from Mr. I.akker for furthering his election prospects. 

There was no mis-use of official power in favour of the res- 

pondent at any time. The respondent is not aware ol the 
incidents referred to in clause 11 of paragraph 4 or the 
petilion. It is not correct to say that voters were afraid 
to vote for the petitioner due to tiie incidents mentioned. To 
the knowledge of the respondent the petitioner did not arise 
any complaint before the authorities concerned. The respon- 
dent has not resorted to bribery as defined in section 123(1) 
of the Act. The respondent never promoted feelings of en- 
mity and hatred between different classes of citizens of India 
on grounds of religion or on any other ground within the 
meaning of section 123 (3) A of the Act. No undue influence 
has been exerted by the respondent at any time to further 
his interests in the election. The respondent had not done 
anything so as to attract section 123(4) of the Act, The 
petitioner is not entitled to any relief. 

t 

3. After discussing with both sides the following Issues 
were raised. 

( 1 ) Whether the petition is maintainable ? 

(2) Whether the petition is barred by limitation 7 

(3) Whether the election of the respondent is vitiated 
by Ihc corrupt practices alleged in the petition ? 

(4) Regarding reliefs and costs. 

4. Before dealing with the issues, I think, it is necessary 
to narrate briefly the course of the trial of this case. The 
respondent filed his written statement on 11-7-1977. Issues 
were raised, and the respondent wanted 1 the question of limi- 
tation covered by issue No. 2 to be heard preliminary through 
C . M. P. No. 9879/77. Issue No, 2 was therefore heard 
preliminarily on 10-8-1977, and the case was -posted to 
14-7-1977 Order on the preliminary issue was passed on 
14-7-1977 repelling the contentions of the respondent re- 
garding relimitation. On 14-7-1977 the petitioner was present, 
but forwant of time he could not be examined on that date! 
and the case was posted to 10-8-1977. On 28-7-1977 the 
petitioner filed C. M. P. 11162/77 praying that the election 
petition posted for evidence on 10-8-1977 mav be adjourned 
to the second week of September. The affidavit filed in 
support of that petition stated that due to the non-availability 
of conveyance from the Islands to the mainland and since 
the regular service will resume only from September 15rh 
it mav not be possible for the petitioner to go to the Islands 
to collect the relevant records and also lo contact the 
witnesses. That petition was allowed and the case was 
posted to 10-10-1977 for day-to-day trial. On 10-10-1977 both 
sides were present. _ The petitioner’s learned counsel represen- 
ted that certain witnesses are present. No witness schedule 
was filed previously, During the course of the day the 
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petitioner filed a statement containing the names of 14 wit- 
nesses he proposed to examine. The petitioner also filed 
C. M. P, 15873/77 to condone the delay in filing the wit- 
ness list, Though the .respondent objected to that petition 
1 allowed it, and I permitted the petitioner to examine the 
available witnesses. The petitioner was examined as P.W, 1, 
and another witness was examined as P.W. 2 on 10-10-1977, 
On 11-10 1977 two more witnesses were examined as P.W.s 3 
and 4. Then the petitioner represented that for non-avail- 
ability of conveyance the other witnesses could not reach 
Ernakulam and that further time may be granted. That was 
opposed by the opposite side, and I was not inclined to 
allow any further time to the petitioner. I may also point 
out at this stage that the witness list dated 10-10-1977 filed 

by the petitioner itself was not in accordance with law. The 

list does not contain the purpose for which each witness is 

to be examined. There is also no request to issue any 

summons or to permit the petitioner to examine the wit- 
nesses which he intends to produce. The case was posted to 
12-10-1977. The respondent was examined as R. w. 1, and 
arguments were heard. 

5. Issue No. 1. The respondent has contended that the 

petition is not maintainable since it was not 

presented by the candidate himself, which violates the pro- 
visions of section 81(1) of the Act. I do not find any merit 
in this contention, and it is rejected. The respondent also 
contended that since corrupt practices have been alleged in 
the election petition this court has no jurisdiction to try the 
petition. This question has been elaborately discussed by me 
in the decision reported in Mohammed Jaffarkhan v. T. H. 
Musthaffa (1977 KLT 602), and in view of that decision this 
contention of the respondent also is repelled. I hofd that the 
petition is maintainable, and the issue found in favour of 
the petitioner. 

6. Issue No. 2. This issue was already decided by me by 
the preliminary order dated 14-7-1977 holding that the peti- 
tion is well within time. This issue also is found in favour 
of the petitioner. 

7. Issue No. 3. The main, if not, the only ground upon 
which the election of the respondent is challenged is that the 
respondent and his supporters were guilty of corrupt practices 
indulged in during the course of the election. The allegations 
regarding corrupt practices are contained in paragraph 4 of 
the election petition. I may consider each allegation separately. 

8. In paragraph 4(i) of the petition it is alleged that the 
respondent received a bank draft for rupees one lakh from 
Shri P. C. Chacko, the General Secretary of the Kerala Pra- 
desh Congress Committee. It is then added “money so ob- 
tained was utilised by the respondent for making gifts to the 
electors as stated above”. The allegation apparently is one 
attracting section 123(1) of the Act. In paragraph 6(b) of 
the written statement the respondent has admitted that one 
lakh of rupees was sent by the K.P.C.C. General Secretary 
But it is contended that the amount was sent for the cons- 
truction of the District Congress Committee Office at Kava- 
rathy and that no portion of the amount was spent for any 
illegal purpose and that the amount is even today held in 
deposit in the Syndicate Bank through which the draft was 
sent by the General Secretary, Thus the receipt of one lakh 
of rupees by the respondent from the secretary of the 
K.P.C.C. Is not in dispute. The petitioner gave evidence as 
P.W. 1, He did not dispute the fact that the aforesaid one 
lakh rupees Is still in deposit in the Syndicate Bank. It is, 
therefore, obvious that no portion of the amount sent by the 
General Secretary of the K.P.C.C. was utilised for any matter 
connected with the election and that even now that amount 
is in deposit In the Syndicate Bank, Kavarathy branch. Since 
the petitioner cannot establish that any amount out of the 
aforesaid one lakh rupees was spent, in the witness box he 
gave a different version. He deposed that still another one 
lakh was received from third parties and that amount might 
have been utilised for purchasing votes. In the first place, the 
petitioner has no such case in the petition, and ns already 
pointed out, the allegation in the petition is that the voters 
were paid out of the one lakh of rupees received from the 
General Secretary of the K.P.C.C, Secondly, the petitioner was 
prepared to admit in the witness box that he has no personal 
knowledge regarding the receipt, of yet another lakh of 
rupees from a different source, and that his information is 
based upon the reports of his workers and the general talk. 
No other witness has been examined to prove the payment of 
any money by the respondent to any voter. Thus the allega- 
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tion made by the petitioner regarding bribery has not been 
established, and I have no hesitation to reject that allegation 
in toto. 

9. In paragraph 4(ii) of the petition it is alleged that 
Shri Sayed Muhammed Koya Musaliar, brother of the res- 
pondent, and Shri Muthukoya Thangal, the Khazhi in the 
Ameni Island while campaigning for the respondent made 
speeches in meetings so as to promote feelings of enmity and 
hatred between different classes of citizens of India on grounds 
of religions and community. A similar activity is attributed 
to another Shri S. V. Yousuff Koya Thangal. The allegation 
gives the substance of the objectionable portion in the speeches. 
The respondent contended m his written statement that Shri 
Sayed Muhammed Koya Musaliar or Shri Muthukoya Thangal 
were never close associates of the respondent and that he is 
not even aware of Shri S. V. Yousuff Koya Thangal. The 
respondent contended further that no such inflammatory 
speeches were ever made. The petitioner has attempted to 
prove this allegation through oral evidence as well as the 
production of cassette. I may deal with the casscttee first. As 
referred to earlier, not even the existence of a tape record of 
the speech of any of the persons alleged by the petitioner 
was ever mentioned by the petitioner either in the petition 
or in the belated witness list he filed on 10-10-1977. Though 
the respondent’s learned counsel seriously opposed to its ad- 
mission in evidence, since P.W. 2 deposed that he recorded 
the concerned speeches, I admitted the cassette in evidence and 
ermitted it to be marked as Ext. P 1. Ext. P 1 is proved by 
.W. 2. P.W. 2 is a resident of Anthroth Island. He deposed 
that on 12-3-1977 there was a meeting in the Island in con- 
nection with the election propaganda of the respondent. Apart 
from the respondent, who presided in the meeting, two of the 
other speakers were one Shri E. K. Syed Muhammed Koya 
Musaliar and another S. V. Yousuff Koya Thangal. P.W. 2 
deposed that Ext. P 1 is the record of the speeches made by 
the aforementioned two persons. According to that witness he 
did not possess any instrument to record the speeches. But 
he came to the meeting with one Muthukoya, who had the 
necessary apparatus and the tape. The recording itself was 
not made at the place where the meeting was held. According 
to the witness there was a loud speaker tide to a coconut 
tree at a height of about 10 feet from the ground and that 
Muthukoya and himself recorded the whole thing by sitting 
near that fond speaker. Muthukoya has not been examined. 
P.W. 2 admitted that be was a worker of the petitioner. His 
evidence therefore is interested and in the absence of better 
evidence I am not inclined to accept Ext. P 1 as a record of 
the speeches made by E, K. Syed Muhammed Koya Musaliar 
and S, V. Youseff Koya Thangal. P.W. 2 was asked as to when 
this incident was made known to the petitioner. P.W. 2 deposed 
that the petitioner was not present in that meeting and that 
he was not in the Island on 12-3^-1977. Ext. P 1 is alleged 
to have been given to the petitioner on the day of counting. 
The witness then added that the cassette was returned to him 
by the petitioner for keeping it in safe custody for the pur- 
pose of using it in court. P.W. 1 admitted that he was not 
aware of the recording of the speech and that the tape-recoru- 
ing of the speeches came to his knowledge on enquiry. He 
was asked as to when he came to know about the tape-record- 
ing. P.W. 1 deposed : "Election kazhinjathinu shesham result 
arinjathinu sheshamanu arinjathu. That would mean that the 
version of P.W. 2 that the cassette was given to P.W. 1 on 
the date of the counting is absolutely false. Nothing was men- 
tioned about Ext. P 1 in the petition. P.W. 1 further deposed" 
“Eantc praverthakar tape record cheytha vivaram ariylchappal 
ajan adhehathe sameepikkukayum canikku atha therikayum 
cheythu”. He also added that he actually got the tape record 
about a week back and after hearing it played he gave it 
back. This would indicate that P.W, 1 got knowledge about 
Ext. P 1 through his workers. I am not therefore prepared 
to accept the evidence of P.W. 2 to the effect that Ext. P 1 
is the record of the speeches made by S. V. Yousuff Kova 
Thangal and E. K. Muhammed Koya Musaliar. When the 
respondent gave evidence as R.W. 1 he was confronted with 
Ext. P 1. The record was played in court and R.W. 1 denied 
that the voice he heard was that of E. K. Muhammed Koya 
Musaliar. Referring to Yousuff Koya Thangal his version was 
that he does not know the man even. There is thus no ac- 
ceptable evidence to show that Ext. P 1 can be safely acted 
upon. It was, presumably because of this difficulty that at the 
time of final arguments the learned counsel for the petitioner 
requested that he may be given further opportunity to examine 
Sayed Muhammed Koya Musaliar and S. V. Yousuff Koya 
Thangal. Apart from the belated nature of this prayer it Is 
significant to note that even the berated witness list dated 
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10-10-1977 does not contain the names of these persons. I am 
not therefore granting this ora! request. The petitioner has not 
succeeded in proving that the speeches recorded in Ext. P 1 
were the speeches made by Syed Muhammed Koya Musaliai 
and S. V. Yousuff Koya Thangal. 

10. As P.W. 1 the petitioner deposed that he himself heard 
the speech in the meeting held on 1 2-3-1977. P.W. 2 has 
deposed that Muthukoya and P.W. 2 himself were workers 
of the petitioner and that he did not see the petitioner in 
the meeting on 12-3-1977. P.W. 2 has gone a step further and 
deposed that the petitioner was not present in the Islands 
on 12-3-1977. The petitioner has no case that P.W. 2 or 
Muthukoya were not his workers. It is rather difficult to 
believe that his own workers could not identify the presence 
of the petitioner in that meeting, if he was as a matter of 
fast present. According to P.W. 1 he had noted the substance 
of the speeches, hut that script is not tendered in evidence. 

1 am not inefined to accept the version given by P.W. 1 
regarding the speeches alleged to have been made in the 
meeting in the Anthroth Island held on 12-3-1977. 

11. To provo the very same allegation another worker of 
the petitioner was examined as P,W. 3. P.W, 3 resides at 
Minlcoi Island. He deposed that he attended two propaganda 
meetings of the respondent. The first meeting was at Kudahin 
presided by Shri W. Hussan Ali, president of the D.C.C. 
and the speakers were Ibrahim Yousuff, the respondent, K, 
Kunhikoya and B, Afi. According to him the speakers addressed 
the public pointing out that the petitioner is supported by the 
R.S.S., which are inimical to Islam and that if the petitioner 
wins the election the entire population of the Island will 
become Kafirs and that the benefit extended to the people 
will be stopped. The second meeting he attended was at 
Boduvathiri wherein the speakers were W. Hussan Ali, the 
respondent. K. A. Mohammed and K. Kunhikoya. According 
to the witness the same old version was repeated. P.W. 3 
admitted that there was no R.S.S, or lana Sangh in Mlnlcol 
Island. The females of that Island who constitute the majority 
of voters have never heard about R.S.S. According to him the 
two speeches were made during the first week of March, and 
he was asked as to whether he gave information of these 
speeches to the petitioner, His reply was that he did not 
inform the petitioner because the witness had not time. 
Since the polling was on the 16th he was further asked as to 
whether there was not sufficient time to inform the petitioner 
if the speeches were really made in the first week of March. 
His reply was that since he was actively working for the 
election he had no time P.W. 3 deposed that the language 
spoken in the Islands gcneralv is Mahal. Only a few educat- 
ed persons know Malayalam, Tile witness deposed that except 
the respondent all the other speakers spoke in Mahal. Accord- 
ing to the witness the version given by him in court in Malayu- 
lam is substantially the translation of the speeches in Mahal 
language. He would add that he had kept the substance of 
the speeches noted on paper which he has kept in his house. 
This witness was originally employed in the Central Reserve 
Police. According to him he gave up office because his father 
did not like it. The suggestion in the cross-examination was 
that the witness was dismissed from service for misconduct 
No doubt, P.W. 3 denied it. Whatever may be the truth of 
the version it is categorically admitted by the witness that 
he was an active worker of the petitioner and that after the 
formation of the lanatha Party in the Island by the petitioner 
this witness also has joined that party. I am not prepared to 
believe the evidence of P.W. 3. 

From the foregoing analysis of the evidence in the case I 
am not satisfied that in the propaganda meetings held by the 
respondent speeches were made by certain speakers so as to 
attract section 123 (3A) of the Act. The petitioner has failed 
to prove this allegation as well. 

12. Another allegation of the petitioner is that the respon- 
dent and his election agent exerted undue influence on the 
electorate by holding out a threat that if people voted for the 
petitioner all concessions extended to the Islands in the matter 
of exemption from payment of revenue, free education, free 
medical aid, larger rations, etc., would afl be withdrawn. The 
only evidence in support of this allegation is that of P.W, 1. 
P.W. 1 has admitted that he has no personal knowledge re- 
garding the corrupt practices except with regard to the trans- 
fer of an officer and also the speech he attended on 12-3-1977. 
Since the petitioner has no personal knowledge his evidence 
does not carry any weight as far as this allegation is concern- 
ed. The allegation has not been proved, 


13. Yet another allegation of the petitioner is that the 
respondent and his associates published statements which 
were false and which they knew to be false in relation to 
the personal character and conduct of the petitioner so as 
to prejudice the prospects of the petitioner’s election, A pub- 
lication by name Kahalam was made by the Lakshadweep Stu- 
dents Association containing false, reckless and scurriflous 
allegations against the petitioner. The petitioner has not 
chosen to tender in evidence the objectionable literature. 
The petitioner has no case that he personally saw the objec- 
tionable matter. In this matter also his knowledge is based 
upon information supplied by others. The respondent ad- 
mitted that there is a Students’ Union of which he is the 
president. He denied having issued any publication contain- 
ing personal attacks as against (he petitioner. The petitioner 
has not succeeded in proving this allegation also. 

14. According to the petitioner section 123(7) of the Act 

is attracted because the assistance of government officers 
were secured by the respondent in the disputed election. Two 
incidents are mentioned in this connection. The first incident 
pointed out is that one Shri Varma who was the administra- 
tor of the Islands was transferred and one Lakher, who is 
related to then Congress President Mr. Barua was appointed 
as administrator. The transfer and the new appointment were 
made for the purpose of helping the respondent. Here again, 
the evidence consists of the solitary testimony of P.W. 1, 
( P. AV. 1 deposed that he has not seen the 

records connected with the transfer of Shri Lakher, 
From this evidence it appears that about two 

months prior to the election the respondent had made certain 
complaints against Shri Varma for initiating certain pro- 
ceedings against the suporters of the respondent. He has 
no personal information regarding the grounds of transfer. 
P.W. 1 deposed : "Administratoruae pinniedulla praverthanthil 
ninnanu election kargathinu matty cannu oohichlhu eparanja 
Keryanga anu-othayathu gogeat hinte karyavum administra- 
torude kargavum materemenu Zerittariyunnathu. Bakkigellam 
nerittulla arivalla.” The only allegation made against the 
new appointee namely Shri Lakher is that he travelled in 
the Islands. Being a newly appointed administrator it was 
certainly necessary for him to get himself acquainted with 
the Islands. Apart from making wild allegations the peti- 
tioner is not in a position to point out in what particular 
respect the administrator helped the respondent in the 
election. 

15. The second instance of official interference in an 
incident spoken to by P. W. 4, P. W. 4 is a resident of 
Minicoy Island. He was working for the petitioner in the 
election. He deposed that in the Islands there were two 
congress offices and he was the secretary of one of those 
offices, which was supporting the petitioner. According to 
P. W. 4 on the date of polling at about 6.00 a.m. certain 
police officers came to the office and forced him to remove 
the congress flag and also the name board. The police fa 
alleged to have told him that Collector has ordered for lower- 
ing the flag. He was present in court on all days when this 
petition was being tried. He deposed that he came to give 
evidence as demanded by the petitioner. He said that he 
has not mentioned about this incident to anybody before ho 
gave evidence before court. In the first place, being a 
close worker of the petitioner the evidence of this witness 
cannot bo believed. Secondly I fail to understand how the 
removal of the Congress flag or the Congress sign board 
can adversely affect the petitioner because the petitioner was 
not a candidate put up by the Congress. On the other 
hand, the evidence of this witness would throw some sus- 
picion regarding certain other aspects of the petitioner's case, 
It must be remembered that according to P. W. 4 it was 
only on the date of the polling that the Congress office 
headed by him was visited by the police. So till that date 
that office was functioning as the congress office supporting 
the petitioner. P. W. 3 deposed that in the Islands there 
is one group headed by the petitioner and the other group 
headed by the respondent. He also deposed that the females 
of that Ta'and have never heard about R. S. S. From the 
evidence of P. W, 4 it would appear that there was a diffe- 
rence of opinion among the supporter of Congress and that 
one group supported the petitioner and the other supported 
the respondent. Tn all probability the inhabitants of the 
Islands had no idea about R. S. S, or Janatha party. Tt 
is in these circumstances that I doubled whether there might 
have been any speech attracting section 123(3 A) of the Act. 
The petitioner has not adduced any evidence to show that 
any officer made mention of in section 123(7) of (he Act 
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assisted the respondent in the matter of procuring votes. 
The petitioner has faild to prove this allegation also, 

I am simultaneously passing an order under section 99 of 
the Act. 

16. In the petition apart from corrupt practices the peti- 
tioner has alleged that there were irregularities in the matter 
of preparation of the electoral roll, the traasporting of ballot 
boxes and the attitude of the counting staff. These aspects 
were never pressed at the time of argument. Thnt apart, 
there is only the vague suggestion of P. W. 1 regarding 
theoe matters in his evidence; and P. W. 1 was prepared 
to admit that except regarding the two items of corrupt 
•practices mentioned by him in his examination he has no 
personal knowledge about any other allegation in the peti- 
tion. I hold that the petitioner has not succeeded In proving 
any other irregularity in the election, 

17. Issue No. 4.. — In view of the findings on issue 3 the 
petitioner is not entitled to any of the reliefs prayed for in 
the petition. 

In the result, the election petition is dismissed with costs. 
Advocate’s fee is fixed at Rs. 500/-. 

The Office will comunicale the substance of this decision 
to the Election Commission and the Speaker of the Lok 
Sabha. .ft .shall also send an authenticated copy of this 
decision to the Election Commission as soon as it is ready 
as provided in Section 103 of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951. 

17th October, 1977. 


Sd/- 

N. D. P. NAMBOODIRIPAD, Judge. 
APPENDIX 


Petitioner's Exts. 

P 1 Cassatte. 

Respondent’s Exts. : — 

R 1 Dated 5-1-1976 Mathrubhoomi daily. 

R 2 Dated 9-2-1977 Paper cutting of Chandrika daily. 

Petitioner’s witness : — 

P. W. 1 Dr. K. K. Mohammed Koya. 

P. W, 2 Sheik Koya Thangal. 

P. W. 3 D. Ibrahim. 

P. W. 4 K. Donmanikyan, 

Respondent’s Witness ; — 

R. W. ,1 P. M. Sayeed. 

Memo of Costs to the Respondent 
Stamp on Vakalath Rs. 5.00 
Stamp on Petition Rs. 2.00 
Advocates fee Rs. 500.00 
Total Rs, 507.00 
Sd./- 

Asst. Registrar 
25-11-1977. 

INo. 82/LD-HP/1/77] 

New Delhi, the 24th December, 1977 

S, O, 399.— In pursuance o fsection 106 of the Repre- 
sentation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election 
Commission hereby publishes (he judgment of the High 
Court of Kerala dated 6lh December, 1977 in Election Peti- 
tion No. 18 of 1977. 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA, ERNAKULAM 
PRESENT : 

The Honourable Mr. Justice N. D. P. Namboodiripad 
Tuesday, the 6th December, 1977/1 5th Agrahayana, 
1899. 


E. P. No. 18 of 1977 


PETITIONER : 

M. C. Mohammed, Kizhissery, P. O. Kuzhtmanna 
Malappuram District. 

By Advocates M/s. M. M. Cheriyan, Hamid Ali Shamnad 
and R. Radhakrishnan Nair. 

RESPONDENTS : 

1, Ebrahint Suluiman Sait, Alhilnl, Krishnaswamy Road, 

Ernakulam, Cochin-11. 

2. B. M. Hussain, Retired Superintendent of Police, 

Maliyakkal House, T, C. Road, Tellicherry P. O. 

Respondent 1 by Advocates M/s. S. Narayanan Poti, 
S. Sankarasubban, George Mathew and V. K. 
Becran Sahib Respondent 2 by Advocates M/s. 
M. Ramachandran and K. Mohammed. 

The Election Petition having been heard on 1-12-1977 in 
the presence of M/s. M. M. Cheriyan, Hamid Ali Shamnad 
and R. Radhakrishnan Nair Advocates for the petitioner, of 
M/a. S, Narayanan Poti, S. Sankarasubban, George Mathew 
and V. K. Beeran Sahib Advocates for the 1st Respondent 
and of M/s. M. Ramachandran and K. Mohammed Advocates 
for the 2nd Respondent the Court on 6-12-1977 delivered the 
following : — 


JUDGMENT 

This is a petition filed under sections 80 to 84, 100 and 
101 read with section 123 of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951 (for brevity the Act) laid by an elector 
in the 5 Manjeri Parliamentary Constituency. Polling was on 
19-3-1977. The counting of votes took place on 20-3-1977 
and on 21-3-1977, and the 1st respondent was declared as 
elected by the Returning Officer. The election of the 1st 
respondent is challenged on the ground that it was vitiated 
by corrupt practices set out in section 100 (1) (b) read with 
section 123 (3), (3A) and (4) of the Act, It is alleged that 
the 1st respondent appealed to vote for him on the ground 
of religion and community and he attempted to promote 
feelings of enmity and hatred between different classes of 
citizens on grounds of religion and community in furtherance 
of the prospects of his success. The 1st respondent also 
published statement, which were false, in relation to the 
candidature of the 2nd respondent calculated to prejudice 
the prospects of the 2nd respondent’s election, The 1st res- 
pondent is the President of the Indian Union Muslim League, 
and is ulso one of the Directors of the Muslim Printing and 
Publishing Company Limited, which owns a daily paper 
called “Chandrika”. The major shares of the aforesaid com- 
pany are. held by the Muslim League of which the 1st res- 
' pondent is the All India President, That newspaper is the 
official organ of the Muslim League. Paragraph 4 of the 
petition has extracted the objectionable portions contained in 
a report found in the issue dated 17-3-1977 of the Chandrika 
Daily. The 2nd respondent was the candidate of the Muslim 
Teague Opposition which was branded as “Vimatha Muslim 
League” bv the 1st respondent. The 1st respondent further 
said that the 2nd respondent need not hope to get the Sup- 
port of any person in whose veins Muslim blood is flowing. 
Again, in the issue dated 12-3-1977 of Chandrika Daily a 
cartoon was published depicting Jana Sangh as a pig and 
Shri E. M. S. Namboodiripad, the Marxist leader, cutting the 
flesh of the pig and serving it to two Muslims. Jt is well- 
known that t° eat ‘pork’ is pnrdial anuthma (haram) for true 
Muslims. The publication of the aforesaid cartoon was with 
the consent and knowledge of the 1st respondent and at the 
instance of his agents like the Chief Editor of the paper, 
who is also the General Secretary of the Muslim League, 
The paper Chandrika is an agent of the 1st respondent as 
understood in election law. Paragraph 6 of the petition 
relates lo a speech delivered by Shihab Thangal, the president 
of the Kerala unit of the Muslim League published in the 
issue dated 18-3-1977 of Chandrika. The objectionable por- 
tion is extracted in paragraph 6 of the petition. Again, in 
the issue dated 6-3-1977 of Chandrika, an article written by 
on e llajcc N. V. Muhnmmcd Ali, Vice. President of Chand- 
rika Readers’ Forum, Qutar, has been published calling upon 
the voters to desist from voting in favour of the 2nd respon- 
dent in the name of religion and community.. The article con- 
tains influmatory statements which rouse communal passion 
of Muslims. An open leltcr written by Shri K. M. Chuinmar 
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and published in the issue dated 13-3-1977 of Chandrika is 
another instance, where attempt is made to promote feelings 
of enmity and hatred between different classes of the citi- 
zens on grounds of religion and community. Paragraph 8 
of the petition has extracted portions of a speech delivered 
by the then Home Minister Shri K. Karunakaran and pub- 
lished in the issue dated 16-3-1977 of Chandrika. That 
statement was made to prejudice the prospects of the elec- 
tion of the 2nd respondent, and it was wholly untrue. The 
prayer in the petition is to declare the election of the 1st res- 
pondent as void and to declare the 2nd respondent as duly 
elected from the concerned Parliamentary constituency. 

2. The petition was opposed by the 1st respondent by a 
written statement containing the contentions set out below, 
The petition has been filed without good faith and with the 
object of causing harassment to the 1st respondent and is 
based on untrue and untenable grounds. The 1st respondent 
is not aware of the petitioner being an elector in Manjcri 
Parliamentary constituency, and the petitioner is put to strict 
proof of the said allegation. The 1st respondent has not 
committed any corrupt practice by appealing to vote for him 
on the ground of religion and community. The 1st respon- 
dent hay not promoted or attempted to promote feelings of 
enmity or hatred between different classes of the citizens on 
the ground of religion and community, much less in furthe- 
rance of the prospects of the 1st respondent’s election or 
which could prejudicially affect the election of the 2nd res- 
pondent. The 1st respondent has not published any state- 
ment which was false and which he either believed to be 
false or did not believe to be true in relation to the candi- 
dature of the 2nd respondent with a view to prejudice the 
prospects of the 2nd respondent's election. The 1st respon- 
dents election is not liable to be declared void under any of 
the sections q noted in paragraph 3 of the petition. It is 
admitted that the 1st respondent made a speech at Pulickal 
which is staid to have been reported in the Chandrika Daily 
da:cd 17-3-1977. The passage extracted in paragraph 4 of 
the petition is not true or an accurate version of the speech 
made by the 1st respondent. The 1st respondent made an 
extempore speech in Engliah, and it is not possible for him at 
this distance of time to recall to his mind what exactly he 
spoke in that speech, though the reporter’s version of the 
speech does more or lesa tally with the expression of the 
views of the 1st respondent at that meeting, The contents 
of the passage do not have the effect of either promoting 
or attempting to promote feelings of enmity or hatred bet- 
ween different classes of citizens on grounds of 
religion and community. There was no appeal to vote or 
to refrain from voting for any person on the ground of 
religion or community. The 1st respondent did not made 
any statement of fact which was false or which he either 
believed to be false or did not believe to be true in relation 
to the candidature of the 2nd respondent. At any rate, the 
1st respondent’s speech was a political address In which Jana 
Sangh, which is a political party, has been criticised and 
voters arc requested to avoid going with parties who are 
arrayed with such a party. That was a legitimate criticism 
based upon the opinion of a speaker of a different party, 
and it does not attract sections 123^3), (?A) or (4) of the 
Act. Though the 1st respondent is one of the Directors 
of the Muslim Printing and Publishing Company Ltd,, which 
owns the newspaper "Chandrika”, the 1st respondent is not 
in the editorial staff nor is he concerned in any manner 
with the actual printing and issuing of the newspaper from 
day-to-day. Since the 1st respondent had several functions 
to perform in his capacity as a Member of Parliament and 
also as the President of the Indian Union Muslim League, no 
time was there for the 1st respondent to direct or interfere 
with the actual editing and printing of the Chandrika paper. 
It is true that the Muslim League owns shares worth Rs, 3 
lakhs In the Muslim Printing and Publishing Company Ltd., 
but that has no relevancy to the extent of the participation 
of the 1st respondent in the actual bringing out of the issues 
of that paper. The 1st respondent has not sufficient know- 
ledge of Malayalam cither to read or write in that language. 
The cartoon referred to In paragraph 5 of the petition is 
an ordinary innocuous political cartoon which is usual for 
newspapers and journals having political views to print and 
publish, It has not the effect which the petitioner urges, 
to promote or attempt to promote feelings of enmity and 
hatred between different classes of citizens of India on the 
ground of religion. No one looking at the cartoon will 
entertain am' such hatred as a member of a community 
towards any other community. The cartoon was not pub- 
lished either with the consent or with the knowledge of the 


1st respondent or at his instance. Chandrika Daily was not 
an agent of the 1st respondent. The speech reported in 
Chandrika dated 18-3-1977 was addressed by Shihab Than- 
gal, and the speech was published on the basis of the infor- 
mation furnished by the reporter and cannot normally be 
accepted to be a correct or accurate version of what was 
spoken to by Shihab Thangal. At any rate, the passages 
extracted in paragraph 6 of the petition do not in 
any way have the effect of promoting or attempting to 
promote communal classes or constitute an appeal to vote 
In the name of religion for the purpose of sections 123(3), 
(3A) or (4) of the Act. The article published in Chandrika 
dated 6-3-1977 and contributed by Haii N. V. Muhammed 
Ali and the open letter by Sri K. M. Chummar to Sri M. K. 
Haji reported in Chandrika dated 13-3-1977 do not have any 
offensive content. They do not constitute a call to vote 
against the 2nd respondent in the name of religion or com- 
munity. They do not attract section 123(4) of the Act. 
Moreover, it is submitted that the publications mentioned 
above were made without the knowledge and consent of the 
1st respondent and he was not aware of those publications. 
The speech of Sri K, Karunakaran published in Chandrika 
dated 16-3-1977 was a merely political address which is quite 
lawful and permissive, and it does not attract section 123 
of the Act. Sri Karunakaran cannot be considered as an 
agent of the 1st respondent in making that speech. The 
speech was not made with the consent or knowledge or 
approval of the 1st respondent. There were several parties, 
National as well as State-wise which were compaigning during 
the election in question though for the purpose of success 
these parties did have electoral alliances. It is natural for 
these parties and their representatives to entertain and give 
expression to opinions and views about other parties and 
the articles and speeches referred to in paragraphs 5 to 8 
of the petition are no more than what is usually said and 
expressed by the parties during an election campaign and 
they were never intended to promote feelings of enmity or 
hatred between different classes of citizens. None of the 
articles or extracts ot speeches referred to In paragraphs 5 
to 8 fall within the ambit of section 123(4) of the Act. The 
Muslim League (Opposition) owns and publishes “Tho 
League Times” a similar Daily like Chandrika advocating 
the views and disseminating the propaganda of the Muslim 
League (Opposition) and its allies in the election. Chandrika 
is not an organ of the Muslim League. It is owned by 
a limited company in which, of course, the Muslim League 
holds a large number of shares. The 1st respondent has 
not made any speech that amounted to corrupt practice 
within the meaning of sections 123(3), (3 A) or (4) of the 
Act, The election petition is not in conformity with law 
and it is not accompanied by an affidavit In terms of section 
83 proviso. The petitioner is not entitled to any relief. 

3. After discussing with both sides the following issues 
were raised : 

1. Whether the petitioner has the locus standi to file 

the relevant election petition 7 

2. Whether the election of the 1st respondent is vitiated 

by the corrupt practices alleged in the petition 7 

3. Regarding costs and reliefs, 

4. Issue No, 1. — In his written statement the 1st respon- 
dent has questioned the locus standi of the petitioner to 
file the petition, nnd the petitioner is put to proof. The 
petitioner has produced Ext. PI, which is a certified extract 
of the electoral roll to prove that he is a voter of tho 
constituency in question. The 1st respondent did not press 
this point, and consequently, I hold that the petitioner is 
competent to file the petition. 

5. At the time of the final hearing of this case the learned 
counsel for the 1st respondent raised the contention that 
the election petition itself is not maintainable for want of 
compliance wiffi section 83(1) (a) and (b). In the written 
statement filed by the 1st respondent no such contention 
has been raised, and consequently, no issue also was raised. 
1 would emphasize the aspect that the issues in this case 
were settled in onen court after discussing with both slde-s. 
The only contention that has got a remote connection with 
the defect in pleading is that contained in paragraph 12 of 
the written statement. Paragraph 12 is in the following 
terms : 

“The Election Petition Is not in conformity with law 

as it is not accompanied by an affidavit in terms 
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of section 83 proviso which makes it mandatory 
that an affidavit in the prescribed form in support 
of the allegation of the corrupt practices and the 
particulars thereof shall accompany the petition 
where corrupt practices arc alleged," 

The 1st respondent never wanted to raise any issue on the 
basis of that contention. That apart, it was conceded before 
me that the affidavit accompanying the election petition is 
in conformity with the prescribed form. But the learned 
counsel advanced the argument that on the basis of the 
contention that affidavit is defective it has to be inferred that 
the petition la defective, I am not In the least impressed 
by that argument. Since no specific contention has been raised 
and since no issue has been joined regarding the non-compli- 
ance with section 83(1) (a) and (b) this contention does 
not merit any consideration. But since the Teamed counsel 
argued elaborately on this matter, for the satisfaction of the 
1st respondent, I may briefly examine this contention on 
merits. 

6. Paragraph 3 of the petition specifically refers to corrupt 
practices under section 123(3), (3|A) and (4) of the Act. 
The paragrapah then practically repeats the contents of each 
one of the aforesaid sections. Paragraphs 4 to 8 deal with 
certain publications relied on by the petitioner in support 
of the case he has put forward under sub-sections (3), (3A) 
and (4) of section 123. For the purpose of this case we 
are only concerned with paragraph 4 of the petition which 
deals with a passage contained in Chandrika papeT dated 
17-3-1977, The report is extracted in full in the petition. 
Thereafter the paragraph inter alia states as follows : 

"The 1st respondent’s speech clearly calls the Muslim 
community not to excuse the Vimatha Muslims 
which includes the 2nd respondent who ft said to 
be leading poor Musalamons into the camp of 
Janasangh which killed Muslims in North India, 
Tellicherry and other places and had set fire to 
the sacred places of worship of the Muslims. The 
1st respondent further said that the Vimatha Mus- 
lim League which includes the 2nd respondent need 
not hope to get the support of any person in whose 
veins Muslim blood is flowing. It is submitted that 
this speech comes in the ambit of corrupt practice 
ns detailed in Section 123(3), (3A) and (4) of 
the Representation of the People Act, 1951.’* 

The defect in the pleading, according to the learned 
counsel for the 1st respondent, is that paragraphs 3 arid 4 
of the petition do not specifically mention the particular 
classes who were embittered bv the speech extracted in para- 
graph 4 of the petition, and which has been marked in 
this case as Ext. P6. I do not think that there is want 
of clarity or there is any vagueness in the pleading for the 
purpose of section 83(l)(b), The passage extracted in the 
petition itself shows which are the communities and classes 
affected by Ext. P6, In paragraph 4 of the petition, as 
already referred to, it has been further averred by the peti- 
tioner that the 1st respondent’s speech was to win over the 
Muslim community. I do not think that the pleadings in 
the case regarding Ext. P6 ts vague or defective. The 
learned counsel for the 1st respondent drew my attention 
to the decisions reported in Hardwarl Lai v, Kanwal Singh 
(AIR 1972 SC 515), Lakhl Prasad v. Nathmal (AIR 1969 
SC 583), Mnnubhai v. Popatlal (AIR 1969 SC 734) and 
S. N. Balakrishna v. Fernandez (AIR 1969 SC 1201 ). In 
AIR 1972 SC 515 the corrupt practice considered was one 
under sub-section (7) of section 123. Since what the peti- 
tioner did in that case was to merely mention the names 
oil a few persons without giving any suggestion as to what 
their assistance was for the purpose of section 123(7), it 
was held that the election petition lacked in most vital and 
essential material facts to furnish a cause of action. The 
case on hand is entirely different and bears no comparison 
with the case decided by the Supreme Court. The case 
which led to the decision in AIR 1969 SC 583 was con- 
cerned with the corrupt practice of undue influence. In 
the election petition there, the material averments were con- 
tained in paragraph 4(c) and they centred round the publi- 
cation of certain statements, which, according to the peti- 
tioner in that case, induced and caused deception in the 
mindj of the electors. Section 123(2) of the Act was never 
relied on, and it was also found from paragraph 4(c) of 
the petition that it is not possible to spell out averments 
necessary to attract section 123(2). This decision also has 


no application as far as the facts of this case arc concerned. 
In AIR 1969 S.C. 734 I could not find any support to the 
1st respondent's contention. In /MR 1969 SC 1201 the Sup- 
reme Court held that “section 83 i9 mandatory and requires 
the election petition to contain first a concise statement of 
material facts and then requires the fullest possible parti- 
culars. The word ‘material’ shows that the facts necessary 
to formulate a complete cause of action must be stated. 
Omission of a single material fact leads to an incomplete 
cause of action and the statement of claim becomes bad. 
The function of particulars is to present as full a picture 
of the cause of action with such further information in detail 
as to make the opposite party understand the case he will 
have to meet”. Neither in the written statement not in the 
evidence of the 1st respondent, who was examined as R.W. 1, 
was there any suggestion that for want of particulars regard- 
ing corrupt practice the 1st respondent was in any way 
misled. Thus on merits too, the contention of the 1st 
respondent regarding the maintainability of the petition must 
fail. 

7. Issue No. 2. — Sometime in the year 1974 difference of 

opinion arose between two groups in the Kerala unit of 
the Indian Union Muslim League. There was an attempt to 
reconcile the conflict, and certain agreements entered into 
were reduced to writing, and it was signed by the 1st res- 
pondent who was then also the President of the 

Indian Union Muslim League. That agreement has 
been marked in this case as Ext, P9. The concilia- 
tion was, however, shortlived in the sense that there was 

again an infight in the party and the Kerala unit split into 

two distinct groups. One group continued to be called tho 
Muslim I.cage, while the dissenting group assumed the name 
of Opposition Muslim League. In the last election the two 
groups joined rival camps, the Muslim League supporting 
the ruling United Front while the Opposition Muslim League, 
supporting the Opposition Front. The 1st respondent was 
the candidate put up by the Muslim League, while the 2nd 
respondent was the candidates sponsored by the Opposition 
Muslim League and its allies, namely, the Marxist Party, 
R.S.S., Jana Sangh, etc. 

8. The only ground upon which the election of the 1st 
respondent is challenged is that certain speeches made by 
him and certain publications made, in a Malayalam Daily 
called Chandrika constitute corrupt practice falling within 
sub-sections (3), (3A) and (4) of section 123 of the Act. 
The petitioner tendered in evidence seven issues of the paper. 
The impugned publications broadly fall under two groups. 
Exts. P2 to P4. P7 and P8 contain matters not directly 
connected with the 1st respondent. Exts. P5, P6 and P6(a) 
are alleged to be reports regarding speeches made by the 
1st respondent. The two groups apparently do not stand 
on the same footing and require separate consideration. 

9. In view of the evidence on record it was fairly conceded 
bv the learned counsel for the netitioner that the only ques- 
tion for decision is whether the publications relied on by 
him attract section 123 (3 A) of the Act. I may read that 
provision : 

“123. The following shall be deemed to be corrupt 
practices for the purposes of this Act 

(3A) The promotion of. or attempt to promote, feel- 
ings of enmity or hatred between different classes 
of the citizens of India on grounds of religion, 
race, caste, community, or language, by a candi- 
date or his agent ot any other person with the 
consent of a candidate or his election agent for 
the furtherance of the prospects of the election 
of that candidate or for prejudicially affecting 
the election of any candidate." 

On an analysis of the provision it could be seen that it takes 
in the following ingredients : (a) the promotion of or attempt 
to promote feelings of enmity or hatred between different 
classes of the citizens of India; (b) the promotion or attempt 
to promote enmity or hal ted must be on grounds of religion, 
race, caste, community or language; (c) the attempt must be 
by a candidate or his agent or any other person with the 
consent of the candidate or his election agent; and 
(d) the object must be the furtherance of the prospects of tho 
election of that candidate or for prejudicially affecting the 
election of any candidate. It may now be considered whether 
the publications tendered in evidence satisfy the aforesaid 
conditions. 
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Ext. P 2 is a copy of Chandrika dated, 1-3-1977 and 
the passage relied on by the petitioner is a request for 
contribution printed at the front page of the paper. The 
heading is “Pcde Poruther Panan thcru” which means "give 
funds to fight the buttle”. 1 am unable to find any statement 
in Ext. P 2 falling within section 123 (3A) of the Act. 

Ext. P 3 Is the copy of Chandrika dated 12-3-1977 and what 
is pointed out as a corrupt practice is the publication of a 
cartoon on the front page. The cartoon contains the figure 
of a pig over which is written ‘Jana Sangh'. On one side 
of it sits the Marxist leader E.M.S. Namboodirlpad and 
on the opposite side are sitting two of the leaders of the 
Opposition League, There is a note at the bottom of the 
cartoon which is to the effect that for the hungry, flesh of the 
pig is permissible. Islam does not permit the eating of pig’s 
flesh unless a Musalaman is about to die of starvation. Pig is 
a hated animal as far as the Muslims are concerned, and to 
call a Muslim a pig is considered to be very offensive. The 
Jana Sangh is caricatured as a pig thereby, suggesting that 
it is an organisation to bo hated by the Muslims. R.W.1, the 
1st respondent admitted that calling a Muslim “Pig” is an 
abusive word — “It is an abive 1 ’. I do not think that it is 
necessary to go more into the implications of the cartoon. 
To an ordinary observer the cartoon will give the impression 
that the Muslims should hate Jana Sangh as pig. The 
cartoon has, therefore, the tendency to promote feelings 
of enmity or hatred between Muslims on the one part and 
the Jana Sangh and Marxists on the other. 

Ext. P 4 is the issue of Chandrika dated 16-3-1977. The 
objectionable literature is a report under the caption 
“Vinathaleagiste koottalikal kalayalikal” “The friends of 
Muslim League are murderers." The report is to the effect 
that the then Home Minister Karunakarnn spoke at Alleppcy, 
Valapattanam, and Kaniapuram to the effect that the op- 
position Muslim League has sought the alliance of the 

Marxists who massacred the workers of the Muslim League, 
The statement attributed to the Home Minister is certainly 

capable of creating feelings of enmity and harted between 

the Muslims and Marxists. 

Ext. P 7 is a rather lengthy article shown to be written 
by Haji N. V, Muhammed Ali, Chandrika Readers’ 
Forum, Qutar, and published in the issue of 

Chandrika dated 6-3-1977. There is reference to the 

association of the Opposition Muslim League with 

R.S.S,, Ananda Marg, Naxalite and other reactionary 

forces. The heading is “Bharathan dharmayudhalthiste 
puliye Karbale". The article contains references to the 

responsibility of the R.S.S. for looting and killing the Mus- 
lims. Ananda Marg people are referred to as the fearful 
group which gave leadership for murdering prominent people. 
There is repeated reference to the obstruction caused to the 
peaceful performance of religious rites of the Muslims, set- 
ting fire to mosques in the name of communalism and similar 
activities by the opposition groups. The article indeed con- 
tains plenty of materials for promoting ill-will and hatred 
between Muslims on the one part and the R.S.S., Ananda 
Marg people on the other. 

Ext. P 8 is the copy of Chandrika dated 13-3-1977 asd the 
objectionable passage is contained in ft fairly long essay 
written by one K. M, Chummar. 

10. Though the publications referred to above satisfy 
the first two ingredients of section 123 (3A ), namely the 
promotion of feelings of enmity and hatred between different 
classes of citizens of India on the basis of religion and com- 
munity, they can be treated as instances of corrupt practice 
under Section 123 (3A) only if the petitioner has succeeded 
in proving that the objectionable publications were made with 
the consent of the 1st respondent or his agent or by any 
other person with the consent of the 1st respondent or his 
election agent. It is the contention of the 1st respondent that 
he has nothing to do with the paper Chandrika, that he does 
not know to read and write Malavalam and that he is wholly 
Ignorant of the abovesaid publications. But at the same time T 
am not prepared to hold that the 1st respondent has nothing 
to do with Chandrika. The Malayalam Daily Chandrika 
is owned by the Muslim Printing and Publishing Company 
Ltd., in which the Muslim League unit of Kerala owns 
.shares worth rupees six lakhs. Shares worth rupees three 
lakhs stand in the name of Mr. C, H. Mohammed Koya, 
the Secretary of the League, while the remaining shares 


worth three lakhs rupee® stand in the name of Sri Shehad 
Thangal, the President of the Kerala Unit. The 1st res- 
pondent also is one of the Directors of the Muslim Printing 
and Publishing Company Ltd. The first sentence in para- 
graph 8 of Ext. P 9 reads as follows : — 

“We arc of the firm opinion that Chandrika should 
always reflect the ideals and policies of the Muslim 
League,” 

It refers to the transfer of the shares which stood in 
the name of the then President Shri Syed Abdulrahiman 
Baffakki Thangal to the new President Shri P.M.S.A. Pookoya 
Thangal. That paragraph also mentions the agreement 
to nominate as members of the Board of Directors the 
1st respondent and two others. The last sentence is that 
decision regarding policy and other allied matters shall be 
taken by the Board of Directors after nominations of the 
Board of Directors arc completed. The 1st respondent has 
no case that subsequent to the split in the party Chandrika 
at any time adopted a policy which was contrary to the 
policy of the Muslim League headed by the 1st respondent. 
No doubt, these facts and circumstances are not sufficient 
in the eye of law to infer that the 1st respondent consented 
to the offensive publications referred to above. So these 
publications technically do not attract section 123 (3A) of 
the Act. 

11. But the publications have relevancy iti the sense that 
they characterise the Jana Sangh and R.S.S, as the enemies 
of Muslims. It is admitted by the 1st respondent when ex- 
amined as R.W, 1 that Chandrika, the newspaper was im- 
plementing the common policy of the United Front, of 
which the Muslim league was a party. Consequently, It is 
on the basis of these facts and circumstances that the 
report of the speeches made by the 1st respondent in Ext- 
P 6 are to be considered. 

12. Ext. P 5 is the report in Chandrika dated 17-3-1977 
regarding the speeches made by the 1st respondent in various 
places. I do not find any objectionable passage in Ext. P 5 
to invoke section 123 (3A). That apart, Ext. P 6(a) is not 
specifically mentioned in the petition. Ext. P 6(a) is a 
matter printed at page 4 of Chandrika dated 18-3-1977. 
The heading is given as “Exhortation of the President of 
the Union League”, and the sub-heading Is “Janadhy- 
patya virudhavargiya fasist pintblruppan kootukettu". One 
paragraph has the heading “Nadhikalagi ozhukiya nunapaksh- 
araktham". Under that sub heading It is stated that R.S.S, 
and Jana Sangh are responsible for sheding the blood of the 
Muslims who arc a minority through commimial riots almost 
every year. Those groups are .again referred to as res- 
ponsible for setting fire to the mosques at Tellicherry. There 
is a definite attempt through those statements to create 
enmity and hatred between the Muslims on the one part 
and the R.S.S. and Jana Sangh on the other. Ext. P 6(a) 
publication is not specifically referred to in the election 
petition, and consequently, 1 cannot treat Ext, P 6(a) as 
hit by section 123(3A). I was referring to the scope and 
evil consequences of Ext. P 6(a) only for the purpose of 
understanding the true nature and effects of Ext. P 6, speci- 
fically pleaded in the petition. 

13. From the foregoing analysis it follows that the peti- 
tioner can succeed only if he establishes that Ext P 6 Is 
hit by section 1 23 (3 A ) . The passage reads as follows : 
“Vadake Indiayile pala sthalathum Thalaseriyilum Muslim 
Janasamanyathe Konnodukayum paripavanamaya pallikale 
agnikkirayakkukakum pavapetta musafmanmare vargiya pinthi- 
ruppfln palayalhiyilekku nayikkukayum cheyyunse vimataleagu- 
karku samudhayam oarikkalum mappu nalkayillennum Indian 
Union Muslim Leagu President Tbrahlm Sulaiman Sait Pulic- 
kal paranju, 

Nunayum Kupracharavclayum nadathi samudhaya nothakk- 
ale karilhechu kanikkanuni hinduvargiya shaklikalkkum 
marxlstukalkkum -e- sanupdhayathe oaty kodukkuvan shramik- 
kunna vimathanethakkal Marhum Khallademiltathu Ismo It 
Sahiyum Baphaki Thanpalum ootty valarthiya Samghadane- 
anu nasipplkkan Shriamikkunnatheznun adhenam oarmapedu- 
thy. Seat Kittatha rashtriyanethakkaludeyum mathrusamkha- 
danayil minnu vikhadichu poyavarudeyum anadhalayamanli 
lanasamghamthinte netiruthwathilulla Jannthapartyennum 
avare Assambly Kanano Parliament Kanano sirassil Islaminte 
rakthamozhukunna earn musliminteyum vote kittumennum 
vimathanmar vyamobikondennum adheham vyaktiamakki. 
Pulikkal nngadiyil cherona Aikyamunnciini pothuyogathil pra- 
samgikkukayayimnnu Sctu sahib. 
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Cherukadu Panchayat President P.P. Abdul Gafulmoulavi 
adhyakshfttha vahichha yogam P.P, Ummer Koya Ulkhada- 
nam Cheythu", The first paragraph states that the Muslim 
community will not pardon the dissidents for leading the 
poor Muslim to the conservative communal camp and who 
are helping the Jana Sangh, which burned down the holy 
mosques and massacred the Muslims at Tellicherry and at 
various other places in North India. The second paragraph 
refers to the efforts of the leaders of the opposition League 
lo mortgage the Muslims to the Marxists and the Hindu com- 
munalists and also to malign the leaders of the Muslim 
community by false propaganda, It is further observed 
that the Janatha Party is under the leadership of the Jana 
Sangh and that the dissidents need not be under the false 
impression that they will be remitted to see the assembly or 
parliament because no Muslim in whose head the blood ef 
Islam flows will vote for them. The passage apparently accuses 
the Jana Sangh and R.S.S. for indiscriminately massacring 
the Muslims and also for setting fire to holy mosques. It 
brands the Jana Sangh and others as Hindu communalists 
and there is the unequivocal declaration that a Muslim will 
never vote for them. 

14. The first question concerning Ext. P 6 is whether it is 
an authentic version of the speech rendered by the 1st res- 
pondent at Pulikkal. It is common case that the 1st res- 
pondent made his speech in English and it was translated by 
one T. C. Mohammed, a sub editor, printer and publisher 
of Chandrika deposed as follows : “Chandrika patram 
uthamaviswasathodeyanu League nthakkalude prasamgam- 
galum prasidhikaranangal presidhappenduthariillathu”. He 
further deposed that Shri T. C. Mohammed is a good 
translator, Regarding Ext. P 6 and P 6(a) this is what he says 
“E randu reportum sathyasnndhamayittu report cheythirik- 
kunnathanu. He added Rtinte prasarngamalil addheham 
yeppatti thirutha vannittundo” (Q) Eante oarmayil 
ilia (Ans.) R.W. 1 deposed : "In Ext. P 6 speech 
I had spoken that Jana Sangh was responsible for the riots. 
Ext. P 6 speech is made by me. It contains a statement that 
Jana Sangh was responsible for the riots in Tellicherry and in 
North India and that the dissidents have now joined com- 
pany with such Jana Sangh.’’ His deposition contains yet 
another passage : “Are we to vote for the party which has 
banned R.S.S., or to R.S.S. which is spreading Muslim blood 
every year is the question posed by you to the voters. Is 
it correct (Q). Yes, I have posed such question to the 
electorate (Ans.),” It is, therefore, clear that in Ext. P 6 
speech the 1st respondent declared that Jana Sangh was res- 
ponsible for massacring Muslims and for setting fire to mos- 
ques in Tellicherry. Further, at the final hearing of the case, 
the 1st respondent did not challenge the authenticity and 
correctness of Ext. P 6 report. 

15. The first contention raised by the 1st respondent regard- 
ing Ext. P 6 is that the report contains only portions of 
the speech rendered by the 1st respondent, and in the 
absence of the entire, speech on record it will not be proper 
to take a decision on the basic of Ext. P 6 alone. It is true 
that Ext. P 6 does not purport to contain the full speech 
but the important aspect which has to be noted is that no con- 
tention has been raised in the written statement to the effect 
that there were other portions in the speech of the 1st res- 
pondent which mitigated the evil contained in Ext. p 6 or 
which could give a rational basis for Ext. P 6. When the 
1st respondent gave evidence as R.W. 1 there was not even 
a distant suggestion that for want of production of the entile 
speech Ext. P 6 could not be relied on. Again, when the 
petitioner gave evidence as P. W. 1 no question was asked 
to him regarding the other matters, if any, spoken by the 
1st respondent. It is only at the time of the final hearing 
that this contention has been urged. In the absence of any 
pleading, issue or evidence regarding this contention, I am 
unable to accept the argument advanced by the learned 
counsel for the 1st respondent regarding the non-production 
of the entire speech. The learned counsel drew my atten- 
tion to the. decision reported in B.P. Maurya v. P.V. Shnstri 
(A.I.R. 1970 S.C. 522). In that case, on the basis of a 
publication the election was challenged under Section 123 (3A) 
and (4), While considering the question of the applicability 
of Section 123(3A) the Supreme Court observed as 
follows 

“Suggestions that attempts are made to accentuate the 
differences between the Hindus and Harijnns in 
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the article cannot be extracted isolation from the 
entire speech,” 

I am unable to understand how this decision supports the 
contention urged by the 1st respondent. It is true that Ext. 
P 6 must be read us a whole for deciding whether it is hit 
by section 123 (3A). The decision died docs not support the 
1st respondent’s case that the other portions of his speech also 
should have been proved, in so far as he has not put 
forward the contention that the other matters, if any, spoken 
by him in that meeting could, as referred to above, remov- 
ed the evil contained in Ext. P 6. The publication which 
came up for consideration in Kultar Singh v, Mukhtiar 
Singh (AIR 1969 SC 141) relied on by 1st respondent related 
to the construction of a poster. The Supreme Court observ- 
ed as follows : — 


“The principles which have to be applied in construing 
such a document are well settled. The. document 
must be read as a whole and its purport and effect 
determined in a fair, objective and reasonable man- 
ner, In reading such documents, it would be un- 
realistic to ignore the fact that when election 
meetings are held an appeals are made by candi- 
dates of opposing political parties, the atmosphere 
is usually surcharged with partisan feelings and 
emotions and the use of hyperboles or exaggerat- 
ed language, or the adoption of metaphores, and 
the extravagence of expression in attacking one 
another, are all a part of the game; and so, when 
the question about the effect of speeches delivered 
or pamphlets distributed at election meetings is 
argued in the cold atmosphere of a judicial cham- 
ber, some allowance must be made and the im- 
pugned speeches or pamphlets must be construed 
in that light. In doing so, however, it would be 
unreasonable to ignore the question as to what the 
effect of the said speech or pamphlet would be on 
the mind of the ordinary voter who attends such 
meetings and reads the pamphlets or hears the 
speeches.” 


This dictum also is of no assistance to the 1st respondent 
except in the matter of insisting on the interpretation of the 
offending passages in Ext. P 6 after reading the entire report, 
The other proposition laid down in that case relates to 
down in that case relates to the facts to be borne in mind 
when the impugned publication is interpreted by the court. 
The 1st respondent also relied on paragraph 28 of the deci- 
sion reported in Jagdev Singh v. Pratap Singh (A.I.R. 1965 
SC 183). There the court held as follows 

“Speeches made at political meetings held for canvassing 
votes must be examined in the context of the at- 
mosphere of a political campaign and the passions 
which are generally aroused in such a campaign. 
In adjudging whether an appeal is made to the 
language of the candidate, a meticulous examin- 
ation of the text of the speech in the screna atmos- 
phere of the court room picking out a word here 
and a phrase there to make out an offending appeal 
to vote for or against a candidate on the ground of 
language would not be permissible.” 


Here also what the court has laid down are the principles 
lo be. borne in mind in construing a speech, and it has been 
held that picking out a word here and a phrase there from 
the speech to made out that the appeal to the voters was 
offensive is impermissible. Hore again, the dictum merely 
relates to the document which the court is constating. 
Undoubtedly it is not permissible to pick out words or phra- 
ses from Ext. P 6 dissociated from the context in which they 
occur for the purpose of deciding the question whether sec- 
tion 123(3A) is offended. I am, therefore, rejecting the 
contention of the 1st respondent that in the absence of the 
full speech delivered by the 1st respondent Ext. P 6 report 
cannot be acted upon. 

16. The second contention urged by the 1st respondent 
is that the passages of his speech referred to in Ext. P 6 
have not the effect of promoting or attempting to promote 
enmitpor hatred between different classes of citizens of India 
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on the basis of religion or community. It is admitted by 
both sides that for a long time beforo Ext. P 6 speech was 
delivered there was some sort of ill-feeling between the 
Muslims on the one part and the Jana Sangh and R.S.S. on 
the other. It is on the basis of that circumstance that the 
1st respondent now contends that Ext. P 6 does not promote 
or attempt to promote enmity or hatred. In other words, 
in substance what the 1st respondent says is that there is 
already some fire and therefore he is justified In adding dan- 
gerous fuel for that fire to spread. This too appears to be a 
case which was never in the contemplation of the perties 
from the point of view of the pleadings or the evidence in 
the case. I have already explained the contents of Ext. 
P 6. So, the question is whether in view of the pre- 
existing ill-will between the Muslims on the one part and 
the R.S.S. and Jana Sangh on the other, any further mis- 
chief is done by Ext. P 6. The contention of the 1st 
respondent in this connection is that there is no evi- 
dence to show that the pre-existing ill-will have been aggra- 
vated. If it is a question of existence of proof, I think, 
there is sufficient evidence. P.W. 1> P.W. 2 and P.W. 4 are 
persons who heard the speech and who deposed about the 
matters reported in Ext. P 6. P.W. 1 deposed that the 
publications and the speeches referred to by him caused 
a change in the attitude of the Muslims of the constituency. 
The Muslims who originally agreed to support P.W. 1 and 
the 2nd respondent subsequently refused to give any assis- 
tance on the ground that the opposition League has joined 
hands with persons who massacre Muslims and set fire to mos- 
ques. There was no effective cross-examination on that aspect. 
P.W. 2 was one who heard the speech. He deposed that 
the speech inflamed the communal passions and has a ten- 
dency to aggravate communal disharmony. He would add 
that other people also gained the same idea as told to him 
by them. There is no effective cross-examination of P.W. 2 
on this aspect. P.W. 4 also has deposed that the majority 
of the people who participated in the meeting which led to 
Ext. P 6 were Muslims, and he heard the opinions ex- 
pressed by certain people regarding that meeting. People gai- 
ned the impression that if what the 1st respondent spoke in- 
true it is essential to defeat the candidate of the Opposition 
League. He further deposed that the speech was one calcu- 
lated to cause communal disharmony and also to exploit the 
communal feelings of Muslims. 

17. The real question arising for decision is the effect 
which Ext. P 6 report is Ijkely to cause in the mind of the 
reader. I may repeat a portion of the passage already 
extracted from the decision of the Supreme Court in Kultar 
Singh v. Mukhtiar Singh (AIR 1965 SC 141 ). The guiding 
rinciples to be followed in construing publications as held 
y the Supreme Court are as follows : 

“In doing so, however, it would be unreasonable to 
ignore the question as to what the effect of the said 
speech or pamphlet would be on the mind of the 
ordinary voter who attends such meetings and reads 
the pamphlets or hears the speeches.” 

The speech was made by none other than the President of 
the Indian Union Muslim League. It was a largely attended 
gathering of which a sizeable portion consisted of Muslims. 
There was already some sort of 111-fccling in the minds 
of the Muslim population as against the Jana Sangh and 
R.S.S. What the 1st respondent spoke according to Ext. P 6 
was that the Opposition League were leading the poor 
Muslims to the conservative communal camp and are helping 
the Jana Sangh which burned mosques and massacred 
Muslims at Tellicherry and at various other places in North 
India. What else is this if it is not aggravating the existing 
distrust between the two groups 7 While in the witness 
box, R.W, 1 was asked this question : “Do you feel that 
by calling these people as reactionary and murderers you 
can bring communal harmony 7” The answer was “we 
want to understand the electors the dangers of the reactionary 
communal forces”. Another question was : “Do you mean 
to say that you had a feeling that Jana Sangh, R.S.S. and 
Markist Party were involving in massacre and arson 7”. The 
answer was "we thought that the Jana Sangh was responsible 
for the riots”, and tie added that that is based upon an 
enquiry report which has been marked at the lime of argument 
as Ext. XI 0, A pointed question was asked to him bv 
court : “There is already a feeling among the Muslims 
that R.S.S., Jana Sangh and Marxists are their enemies. By 
the speeches, reports and publicatlops made in Chandrika 
that feeling of the ordinary Muslim is still confirmed, If 


I say so, (Q). The answer was “Now I will say Jana Sangh 
and R.S.S. and Marxist arc against the interests of me 
minority and there is a belief based on reports of the com- 
mission that they have been involved in communal riots." 
In the witness box he admittod that he wanted to warn 
the people of the danger in associating with R.S.S. and Jana 
Sangh, It is thus crystal clear that the object of the speech 
was to administer a further warning reminding the Muslims 
of the consequences they will have to face if the Opposition 
League wins the election with the assistance ot Jana Sangh, 
R.S.S. and Marxists. In the mind of an ordinary Muslim, 
I think, the speech will aggravate the existing communal 
disharmony. It shall not also be forgotten that under sec- 
tion 123 (3 A) on “attempt to promote” enmity or hatred 
between different classes is sufficient to attract tne provision. 
By the plain wording of the contents of Ext. P 6 it is obvious 
that there was at least an attempt on the part ot the 1st 
lespondcnt to create hatred and fear in the minds of the 
Muslims because according to the speaker R.S.S and Jana 
Sangh are people who are indulging in massacre of Muslims 
and setting fire to mosques. I do not also feel that the 
Marxist! and Jana Sangh who are the targets ot this attack 
are likely to treat the speech as an encomium to them. To 
be called a murderer or a person who sets fire to religious 
institutions is perhaps one of the worst kind of allegations 
that can be made against any person and let alone the R.S.S., 
I ana Sangh and the Marxist. 

18. The only other argument advanced by the 1st respon- 
dent regarding Ext. P 6 Is that the Jana Sangh is a political 
party and that it is within the right of a candidate to use 
similar epithets against an opposing political party. I do 
pot find any warrant ror such a proposition either in the 
wording of section 123 (3A) or in decided cases. In this 
connection my attention was drawn by the pe’itioncr's learned 
counsel to the decision of the Supreme Court reported in 
Z. B. Bukhari v. B. R. Mehra (AIR 1975 SC 1788). One 
of the questions considered in that case was whether a speech 
contained allegations attracting section 123 (3Aj of the Act 
In the course of the speech the appellant In that case (the 
returned candidate) was reported to have said that if the 
Congress government brought in "amendments in our religi- 
ous law”, the "battle would be fought in every street", ns 
“the question of religion has arisen". The appellant in that 
case also threatened the ruling Congress party with open 
rebellion if attempts are made to change the Muslim personal 
law, which he called a question of religion. The High Court 
held that those statements amounted to violation of sec- 
tion 123 (3A) in as much as the Janmage used by the 
appallant promoted hostility between Hindus and Muslims. 
The Supreme Court confirmed the decision. The point urged 
by the appellant In that case was regarding the change of 
Muslim personal law if the Congress party forms the govern- 
ment. The Congress party undoubtedly was a political party, 
and so there is no meaning in the contention of the 1st res- 
pondent that because Jana Sangh is a political party any 
epithet could be used to criticise that case the apprehension 
centred round the prospect of change In the personal law 
of Muslims, Jn this case the threat as alleged by the 1st 
respondent is massacre of Muslims and setting fire to holy 
mosques. I think, the undesirable nature of Ext, P 6 is 
self-evident and does not require further elucidation. The 
accusation contained in Ext, Pd as against the Jana Sangh 
is of such a nature as to aggravate the already existing 
distrust between the two classes of citizens. I have, there- 
fore, no hesitation to hold that the statements in the speech 
of the 1st respondent reported In Ext. P 6 promote or at 
least there was an attempt to promote feelings of enmity 
and hatred between Muslims on the one part and Jana Sangh 
on the other. I hold that the 1st respondent is guiltv of 
a corrupt practice within the meaning of section 123 (3A) 
of the Act. 

No other question was eglfnted before me by the 1st 
respondent. A separate order under section 99 of the Act 
is simultaneously passed, 

19. Issue No. 3. — In view of the findings entered above, 
it is proved that the 1st respondent is guilty of the corrupt 
practice provided in sub-section (3A) of section 123 of the 
Act, and the election cannot be sustained. 

In the result, I hereby set aside the election of the 1st 
respondent to the Lok Sabha from the Manjerl Parliamentary 
Constituency, and declare that election as void. The election 
petition Is allowed tef* that extent, and the prayer to declare 
the 2nd respondent as elected is rejected. The 1st respondent 
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will pay the costs of the petitioner. Advocate'# fee is fixed 
at Rs. 1,000/-. 

The Office will communicate Ihc substance of this decision 
to the Election Commission and the speaker of the Lok 
pabha. It shall also send a authenticated copy of the deci- 
sion. as soon ns it is ready, to the Election Commission, 
a.-, provided in Section 103 of the Act. 

DATED : 6th December, 1977. 

Sd/-. 

N.D. P. NAMBOOD1RIPAD, Judge. 

[No. 82/KL-HP / 18/77] 
EK. K. MENON, Secy. 

New Delhi, the 2nd February, 1978 

8.0. 400. — In pursuance of section 106 of the Repre- 
sentation of the People Act, 1951, the Election Commission 
hereby publishes the order, dated 2nd Deecmber, 1977, by 
the High Court of Jammu and Kashmir at Jammu, in Elec- 
tion Petition No. 1 of 1977. 

HIGH COURT OF JAMMU & KASHMIR AT JAMMU 

Election Petition No. 1 of 1977 
Sohan Lai 
Versus 

Th. Baldev Singb 

PRESENT : 

Mr. V. K. Gupta : 

M/s. R. N. Bhalgotra and Amar Chand, S. P. Gupta. 

Petitioner, Shri Sohan Ltd son of Shri Duni Chand, an 
elector, has filed this petition challenging the election of 
respondent, Th. Baldev Singh, who was declared elected to 
the Parliament from the Jammu Parliamentary Constituency 
in the elections held in March, 1977. The result of the 
election was declared on 23-3-1977. 

The election of the respondent has been challenged inter 
alia on the ground that the respondent committed certain 
corrupt practices as envisaged under Section 123 of the Re- 
presentation of the People Act, 1951 (hereinafter called the 
Act) during his election compaign. Among the corrupt prac- 
tices alleged to have been committed by the respondent are 
the corrupt practice of : 

(1) making false publication of facts, knowing it to 
be false, in respect of the candidature of Sheikh 
Abdul Rchman and Shri Balroj Puri, the two un- 
successful candidates with a view to prejudicially 
effect their elections ; 

(2) Incurring of expenditure more than that authorised 
by law ; 

(3) convassing for votes In the name of religion ; and 

(4) making false statements of facts in regard to the 
candidature of Sheikh Abdul Rchman, an unsuccess- 
ful candidate by falsely proclaiming himself to bo 
(he official candidate of Janta Party knowing that 
the said assertion was false and that the official 
candidate was Sheikh Abdul Rehmun. 

The respondent contested the petition and while denying 
the allegations made against him in his written statement 
he raised certain preliminary objections with regard to the 
maintainability of the election petition. The objections raised 
in the written Statement had also been raised in two separate 
applications dated 19-9-1977 (filed on 23-9-1977) and 
12-11-1977. 

It is maintained by the respondent that the election petition 
had not been properly presented and that the copy of the 
petition filed in the court for service, upon the respondent 
and actually served upon him did not comply with the man- 
datory requirements of S. 81(3) of the R.P. Act and the 
petition was liable to be dismissed on that score. The non- 
compliance with the requirement of Section 81(3) com- 
plained of are : 

(i) that the copy of the petition served upon the res- 
pondent was not ‘attested’ by the petitioner under 
his own signatures as a ‘true copy* of the petition 1 
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(ii) that the copies of the armexures which form part 
or the election petition were not served upon the 
respondent nor wore spare copies of the same filed 
in the court along with the election petition for 
service on the respondent. 

It is also maintained that the requirements of Section 83 
ol the Representation of the People Act, 1951 had not 
been complied with inasmuch as (l) the affidavit filed along 
wiih the election petition was not in the form prescribed 
by law and (ii) various annexures filed along with th# 
election petition had neither been signed nor verified by the 
petitioner. 

Besides these objections, it is also maintained, in the written 
statement, that various allegations of corrupt practices levelled 
against the respondent were vague and lacking in material 
particulars and the allegations deserved to be struck off. 
It is also asserted that because of vagueness of allegations 
the respondant was not able to file complete written state- 
ment to the election petition. 

Rejoinder was filed to the Written statement and 
it was maintained by the petitioner that tho petition had been 
properly presented and that since the copy of the petition 
served upon tho respondent had been signed by the peti- 
tioner, there was ‘substantial compliance’ with the provisions 
of the Act. It was also asserted in tho rejoinder that th# 
copies of the armexures are not required to be served upon 
the respondent and as such there was no contravention of 
the provisions of Section . 81(3) of the Act. It was also 
maintained that the affidavit filed with the petition was in 
accordance with law and that the allegations of corrupt 
practices were not vague. 

From the pleadings of the. parties, I framed the following 
preliminary issues on 1 2-1 1-1977 : 

(1) Is the election pelition liable to be dismissed for 
non-compliance with the provisions of Section 
81(3) of the Representation of the People Act, 
1951. 

(2) Is the petition liable to be dismissed for non- 

compliance with the provisions of Section 83 of tht 
Representation of the People Act. ? O.P.R.. 

(3) Arc tho allegations pertaining to Corrupt practice 
vague and lacking in material particulars. If so. 
what is its effect 7 O.P.R. 

At the commencement of the arguments on the prelimi- 
nary Issues, the learned counsel for the parties submitted 
that issue No. 2 may be recast and by my order dated 
17-11-1977, issue No. 2 was recast a.s under for greater 
clarity : 

ISSUE NO. 2 : 

Does the petition not comply with the requirements of 
Section 83 of the Representation of the People 
Act ? If so what is its effect ? O.P.R. 

The learned counsel for the parties thereafter addressed 
arguments on the preliminary issues : 

My findings on various issues are : 

ISSUE NO. 2 : 

So far as issue No. 2 is concerned the two-fold objections 
raised on behalf of the respondent are that (1) the annexures 
filed with tho petition have not been signed and verified by 
the petitioner at all as required by law and (ii) that the 
affidavit filed in support of the election petition is not in 
the prescribed form. 

Dealing with the first objection first, it is not disputed 
that all tho annexurcs filed along with tho election petition 
have neither been signed nor verified by the petitioner. 
S. 83(2) of the Act. provides that schedules and annexures 
to the petition shall also be signed by the petitioner and 
verified by him in the same manner as the petition. S. 83(2) 
of the Act cannot be visited for non-compliance with tho 
question that^ requires determination is what is the effect 
of non-compliance with Section 83(2) of the Act 7 Un- 
doubtedly, the penalty contemplated under Section 86(1) 
of the Act cannot be vlsted (or non-compliance with the 
provisions of Section 83(2) of the Act. What then is the 
effect of non-compliance shall be presently examined. 
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Rule 8 of the rules relating to the trial of election petitions 
as framed by ibis Court in March 1967 provides 

“After the petition is presented, the Deputy Registrar 
shall examine the petition with u view to seeing 
whether or not it is in conformity with the require- 
ments of law and the rules applicable to the same 
and (if) it is not in coniirmity with the laws 
and rules, point out the defects to the party or the 
advocate concerned, who shall remove the same 
within two days failing which the matter will ^be 
referred to the Judge by the Deputy Registrar. 

It is, therefore, the duty of the Deputy Registrar of the 
Court to whom an election petition is presented to examine 
the same with a view to seeing whether or not the petition 
is in conformity with the requirement of law and then point 
out the defects to the petitioner and/or his counsel 
and give him an opportunity to ratify the defect and on his 
failure to do so refer the matter to the Judge designated 
to hear tho petition. The Deputy Registrar does not seem 
to have pointed out the defect to the petitioner, in the 
present case. Mr. Gupta submits that he is prepared to 
ratify this formal defect by having the petitioner verify and 
sign all the annexures. 

Section 87(1) of the Act provides : 

“Subject to the provisions of this Act and ot any rules 
made thereunder, every election petition shall be 
tried by the High Court, as nearly as may be, 
in accordance with the procedure applicable under 
the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 (5 of 1908) to 
the trial of suits”. 

Under the Code of Civil Procedure, a defect in the verifica- 
tion of a plaint can be permitted to be removed on such 
terms as to costs etc, as the court may impose. The same 
position would be true, in my opinion, in the case of an 
election petition also. 

In Muraka Radhey Shayam Ram Kumar Vs. Roop Singh 
Rathore and others (AIR 1964 S.C. 1545) it was held that 
a defect in the verification In the matter of an election 
petition can be permitted to be removed and that such a 
defect does not att'act the penalty under S. 86(1) of the 
Act. 

In view of the above authoritative pronouncement by the 
Supreme Court, although there has been non-compliance with 
the provisions of S. 83(2) of the Act in-as-much-as the 
annexures have not been signed and verified by the petitioner, 
he has to be given an opportunity to cure the technical 
defect and the petitioner cannot be non-suited on that 
account. 

Coming now to the (il) objection of the respondent with 
regard to the affidavit not being in a proper form and the 
effect thereof. The proviso to Section 83(1) lays down 
that where the petitioner alleges any corrupt practice then 
the petition shall also be accompanied by an affidavit in 
the prescribed form in support of the allegations of such 
corrupt practice and the particulars thereof. 

Rule 94 A of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961 provides 
that the affidavit referred to in the proviso to Sub-section 
(1) of S. S3 shall be sworn before a magistrate of the first 
class or a Notary or the Commissioner of Oath, and shall 
be in Form 25 appended to tho said Rules. 

A perusal of the affidavit filed with the petition in the 
pPepent case shows that it is not in Form 25, which is 
the prescribed form under the Conduct of Election Rules, 
1961. The importance of an affidavit in Form 25 lies in 
the fact that the petitioner is required to disclose at the 
earliest opportunity as to which of the allegations relating 
to corrupt practices are based on his personal knowledge 
and which of the allegations are based on the information 
received from others. This assists the court in appreciating 
the evidence led in the case at the trial. 

However, I find that the affidavit filed in support of the 
petition is a detailed one and though not in the prescribed 
form, yet, in substance it does comply with the requirement 
as required by Form 25. Again, this Is one of the defects 
which should have been pointed out by the Deputy Registrar 
under Rule 8 of the High Court Rules relating to the election 
petition. In any case the mere non-submission of (he affidavit 
in the form prescribed under the Conduct of Election Rules, 
in my opinion, is not a fatal defect inviting the penalty 


of dismissal of the petition and petitioner can be granted an 
opportunity to file a fresh affidavit in Form 25. 

As a result of the above discussion, my findings on issue 
No. 2 are that though the petition does not comply with 
the requirements of S. 83 of thp R.P. Act in as-much-Rs 
the anuexuics filed with the pelition, which arc an integral 
part thereof, have not been signed and verified by the peti- 
tioner. and the affidavit is also not in the prescribed form, 
yet, the petitioner has lo be given an opportunity to ratify 
the defect in the verification of the annexures and submit 
a proper affidavit but the petition is not liable lo be dis- 
missed on account of the non-compliance with the provisions 
of Section 83 of the Act. 

ISSUE NO. 3 : 

Before examining the objections relating to the lack of 
particulars of the various corrupt practices alleged in the 
petition, it is necessary to refer lo the requirements of Sec- 
tion 83 of the Representation of tho People Act, as inter- 
preted by their Lordships of the Supreme Court in S N. 
Balakrishara V. G. Feiandez (AIR 1969 SC 1201)- 
HidyaluIIah C.J, (os his lordshi) then was), speaking 
for the com i summed up the legal position in these words : 

"The section is mandatory and requires first a concise 
statement of material facts and then requires the 
fullest possible particulars. What is the difference 
between material facts and particulars ? The word 
‘material 1 shows that the facts necessary to formu- 
late a complete cause of action must be stated. 
Omission of a single materia! fact leads to an in- 
complete cause of action and the statement of claim 
becomes bad. The function of particulars is to pre- 
sent as full a picture of the cause of action with 
such further information in detail as to make the 
opposite party understand the case he will have to 
meet. There may be some overlapping Ire tween 
material facts and particulars hut the two are quite 
distinct. Thus the material facts wifi mention that a 
statement of fact (which must be set out) was 
made and It must be alleged that it refers to the 
character and conduct of the candidate that it is 
false or which the returned candidate believes to be 
false or does not believe to be true and that it is 
calculated to prejudice the chances of the petitioner. 
In the particulars the name of the person making 
the statement, with the date, lime and place will 
be mentioned. The material facts thus will show 
the ground of corrupt practice and the complete 
cause of action and the particulars will give the 
necessary information to present a r nil picture of 
the cause of action. In stating the material facts it 
will not do merely to quote the words of the sec- 
tion because then the efficacy of the words ‘material 
facts’ will be lost. The fact which constitutes the 
corrupt practice must be stated and the fact must 
be correlated to one of the heads of corrupt prac- 
tice. Just as a plaint without disclosing a proper 
cause of action cannot be said to be a good plaint, 
so also an election petition without the material 
facts relating to a corrupt practice is no election 

petition at all The entire and complete cause 

of action must be in the petition in the shape of 
material facts, the particulars being the further 
information to complete the picture." 

This view of Taw has been rc-nfflrmed by their Lordships 
of the Supreme Court in Hnrdwari Lai Vs. Kanwal Singh 
(1972) 1 Supreme Court cases 214 where Raj, J. after analy- 
sing the aforesaid judgment observed : 

"First Section 83 of the Act is mandatory and requires 
first a concise statement of material facts and then 
requires the fullest possible particulars. Second, 
omission of a single material fact leads to an in- 
complete cause of action and the statement of claim 
becomes bad. Third, the function of particulars is 
to present in full a picture of the cause of action 
to make the opposite party understand the case he 
will have to meet. Fourth, material facts and parti- 
culars are distinct matters. Material facts will men- 
tion statements of fact and particulars will set out 
the names of person with the date, time and place. 
Fifth, material facts will show the ground of corrupt 
practice and the complete cause of action and the 
particulars wiH give the necessary information to 
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present a full picture of the cause of action. Sixth, 
in stating the material facts it will not ho merely 
to quote the words of the section because then the 
efficacy of the. material facts will be lost. The fact 
which constitutes a corrupt practice must be stated 
and the fact must be correlated to one of the heads 
of comipl practice. Seventh, an clcclion petition 
without the material facts relating to a corrupt 
practice is no election petition at all. A petition 
which merely cites the section cannot be said to 
disclose a cause of action where the allegation is 
the obtaining or procuring of assistance unless the 
exact type and form of assistance and the person 
front whom it is sought and the manner in which 
the assistance is to further the prospects of the 
election are alleged as statements of facts.” 

It is in the light of these principles that the objections of 
the respondents have to be examined. 

In Para 11 of the petition it is alleged that (he respondent 
and/or his agent .with his knowledge and consent committed 
corrunt practices within the meaning of S. 123(4) of the 
Act. This para merely gives the ingredients of the corrupt 
practice contained in .Section 123(41 of the Act. It does not 
give out any facts much less material facts and merely recites 
the words of the section, 

By a joint rending of sub paras (ii) and (iii) of para i 1 
it transpires that the petitioner has made allegations to the 
effect that a false representation was attempted to be made 
before the Returning Officer with regard to the candidature 
of Sheikh Abdul Rehman, Although, it is not specifically 
stated in these sub-paras as to who made the representation, 
vet, it resort is had to para 11 it can be inferred that the 
representation is alleged to have . been. made, .“by the res- 
pondent and/or his agent with his authority knowledge and 
consent....” strictly speaking, the material facts required to 
Ire given in these sub-paras appear to be lacking and in any 
case very vague. That apart, there appears to be complete 
lack of particulars in these paras. There is no mention 
of the date or the place or the manner in which the false 
representation was made before the Returning officer. It is 
even not disclosed as to whether the false representation was 
made by the respondent himself or by some of his agents and 
in case of later as to who those agents were. 

In Sub-para (iv) of para 11, allegations have been made 
regarding the publication of a poster to mislead the electo- 
rate. Here again there is no mention ns to the date when the 
poster was published, the place of -publication, the press 
where it is alleged to have been printed and the manner of 
its publication. It is not even disclosed as to whether tho 
poster was published by the respondent himself or by 
someone else with his consent or knowledge. 

In sub-para (v) of para 1 1 allegations have been made 
regarding the publication of a poster, Annexure 'C contain- 
ing false statements of facts concerning the candidature of 
Sheikh Abdul Rehman. There is again no mention as to when 
this poster was published ; the press where it was printed ; 
the place where it was published and the persons who are 
alleged to have published it or the manner of its publication. 

In Sub-para (vi) of para II allegations have been made 
with regard to the publication of a poster annexure ‘D’ “in 
the name of Publicity Secretary of lanta Party” containing 
false facts which were known to be false to the respondent 
regarding candidature of Sheikh Abdul Rehman. There is no 
mention about the date when the said poster was printed, the 
name of the press from whert: it was printed ; the manner 
of publication. The places of publication have also not been 
disclosed. 

Sub-para (vii) of para 11 of the petition also suffers from 
the same vice. The petitioner has not given the location where 
the office was set up or the name of the persons who set up 
the office and when. It has also not been disclosed as to who 
published the false facts alleged by the petitioner. As a 
matter of fact this sub-para is so vague that it is not possible 
even to find out as to what is the allegation of the petitioner 
Neither the date when the false statements are alleged to 
have been published nor the manner or (lie places of publi- 
cation have been disclosed, 


Sub-para (viii) of para 11 contains the allegations of the 
petitioner to the effect that the respondent got published 
“through his election agents two posters” marked ‘F’ and ‘O’. 
The name of the election agents has not been supplied. It has 
also not been mentioned as to where the posters were printed 
or the persons who got them printed. Neither the date of 
their publication nor the place or the manner of their publi- 
cation has been supplied by the petitioner, 

Para 12 of the petition is equally vague, It has not been 
mentioned as to how the accounts submitted by the respon- 
dent were not true copy of the daily accounts maintained 
by him. 

In Sub-Para (i) of para 12 it has been alleged that the 
respondent collected more than Rs. 40,000 from public dona- 
tions for being spent on the election and has spent more 
than this amount during his election compaign. The petitioner 
has not dlscfosed as to what he means by "more than this 
amount”. The allegation is hopelessly vague. It has not been 
disclosed as to how the petitioner states that more amount 
was spent and for what purpose. The details and particular* 
are absolutely lacking. 

In Sub-para (ii) of para 12 it has been stated that posters 
were got “printed and published in thousands which natu- 
rally were paid for by the respondent and all' expenses in 
this regard have been suppressed by the respondent”. Which 
were the posters, from where and by whom they were 
printed and the date on which they were printed or what 
amount was spent on them have not been disclosed. How 
the posters were published and who were the persons who 
are alleged to have published them have also not been dis- 
closed. These particulars are lacking in the petition. 

In Sub-para 12(b), while alleging that false proclamation 
was made by the respondent himself as well as his ‘other 
election agents and followers’ the names of the “other elec- 
tion agents and followers” have not been given. It has also 
not been disclosed ns to vvhen the said proclamation was 
made or the manner of its publication. 

In Para 12(c) there are no details given as to who pro- 
cured the chuirs and other articles and from where. What 
expense was incurred for the same has also been kept back. 

Again, in para 12(c) (actually it should be ‘d’) it is 
stated that the respondent had used 'other' taxies also. The 
petitioner has failed to give the registration number of those 
taxies ; the date when they are alleged to have been plied ; 
the names and particulars of the drivers of those taxies ; 
the purpose for which tho same were used or the place where 
the same are alleged to have been used. What was the total 
number of such taxies has also not been disclosed, 

Para 13 also does not give the details as to who published 
the poster annexure ‘K’ or the date when it was published 
and the places where it was published nor docs it disclose 
the manner of its publication, 

Para 14 of the petition dealing with the alleged corrupt 
practice of canvassing lor votes in the name of religion is 
equally vague and it has not been disclosed as to who printed 
the alleged poster ; and from which press ; the date when it 
was printed ; the date which it was published ; the name of 
the persons who are alleged to have published it etc. 

From what has been shown above it follows that the peti- 
tioner has not given the particulars of the various corrupt 
practices alleged by him in the petition. The petition docs 
not present “a full picture of the cause of action”. An elec- 
tion petition w r hich docs not give complete information or 
present a full picture of the cause of action cannot be tald 
t® be a good election petition. 

Section 83(1) (b) of the Act clearly shows that an election 
petition shall set forth full particulars of the corrupt prac- 
tices alleged against the respondent including as full a state- 
ment as possible of the names of the parties alleged to have 
committed the corrupt practices and the date and place of 
their commission. These particulars as already, observed are 
lacking in the petition and Section 83(1) (b) of the Act 
has, therefore, not been complied with. The question which 
now arises for consideration is as to what is its effect on the 
election petition. 
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Reference in this connection may first be made to Section 
86(5) of the Act which provide ; 

“The High Court may, upon such terms as to costs 
and otherwise as it may deem fit, nilow the parti- 
culars of any corrupt practice alleged in the peti- 
tion to be amended or amplified in such manner 
as may in its opinion be necessary for ensuring a 
fair and effective trial of the petition but shall now 
allow any amendment of the petition which have 
the effect of introducing particulars of corrupt prac- 
tice not previously alleged in the petition." 

Thus, the Act itself empowers the High Court to grant 
an opportunity to the petitioner, upon such terms as to 
costs and otherwise as it may deem fit, to amend his petition 
and supply better and lull particulars. 

A similar question as is before us came up for considera- 
tion before tho Supreme Court in Hnlwant Singh Vs. Laksbmi. 
Naruin and others (AIR 1960 S.C. 771) and their lordship 
held that an election petition was not liable to be dismissed 
only on the ground that full and complete particulars if the 
corrupt pract'cc had not been given. Their lordships opined 
that in that ovent the petitioner had to be given an opportunity 
to apply for amendment to (he petition so as to supply and 
furnish the necessary particulars. 

In D. P. MJshra v. Kanwal Naruyan Sharraa and another 
(AJR 1970 S.C, 1477) once again while dealing with this 
aspect of the matter, their lordships observed : 

“the particulars of the corrupt practice alleged in the 
petition may in appropriate eases be permitted to be 
introduced by amendment,” 

Tn view of the above discussion, I find that though the 
petition is vague and lacks in full particulars of the corrupt 
practice, yet, it is not to be dismissed straightaway and the 
petitioner is to be afforded an opportunity to seek permission 
ot the court to amend the petition. Issue No. 3 is disposed of 
accordingly. 

ISSUE NO. I 

M/s. P„ N. Bhalgotra and Raizada Amar Chand learned 
counsel for the respondent, have reiterated the objections 
raised in the written statement and their two applications 
dated 19-9-77 (fifed on 23-9-77) and 12-11-77. It has been 
urged that that provisions of Section 81(3) of the Act with 
regard to the supply of a ‘tine copy’ of the petition to the 
respondent, are mandatory and the non-comnliance with the 
requirement would invite the penalty of dismissal of the peti- 
tion under Section 86(1) of the Act. It is maintained that 
since the copy of the petition served on the respondent had 
not been ‘attested' by the petitioner to be a ‘true copy' of 
the original petition and also because there are difference 
between the petition filed in the court and the one served 
upon the respondent, tho copy served upon the respondent 
cannot be treated to be a 'true copy’. It is also urged that 
since the petitioner had not served on the respondent, copies 
of the annexures filed in tho court, which were part of the 
petition, the copy of the petition served on the respondent 
ceased to be a ‘true copy’. These defects, it is pointed out 
are the defects in the presentation of the petition and entail 
the penalty of dismissal of the petition under section 86 of 
the Act, 

Mr. V. K. Gunta, appearing for the petitioner has on reply 
submitted that although the copy of the petition served upon 
the respondent had not been ‘attested’ by the petitioner to be 
a ‘true copy’ of the petition, yet, it was a carbon copy of 
the petition and the petitioner had signed the last page of 
the petition at two places which showed that there was subs- 
tantial compliance with the provisions of S.81 of the Act and 
the petition was not liable to be visited with the consequences 
envisaged under section 86(1) of tho Act. Mr, Gupta has 
further submitted that it was not necessary for the petitioner 
to serve copies of annexures on the respondant and that 
annexures were onfy_ required to be filed with the election 
petition in court. It is urged that only copy of the ‘election 
petition’ is required to be served on tho respondant and 
not the documents etc. which accompany the original elec- 
tion petition. 

Before I consider the relevant provisions of the Consti- 
tution of India and the Act it would be useful to notice the 


following admitted facts with regard to the rival contentions 
raised at the bar and in the pleadings : 

(a) that the copy of the petition served upon the res- 
pondent has been signed by the petitioner at the last 
page but there is no endorsement to the effect that 
it was “an attested true copy of the petition" as 

required by Section 83. 

(b) that no spare copy of the annexures were filed along 
with the petition for service on the respondent and 
that no copies of annexures were in fact served on 
the respondent. 

Article 329 of the Constitution of India and Section 80 
of the Act unmistakably lay down that no election to any 
House of Parliament or any house of the State Legislature 
can be called in question except through an ejection petition 
presented in accordance with law. The provisions with re- 
gard to the presentation of the petitions and their trial are 
contained in the Act. 

The provisions of the Act relevant for the decision of the 
objections raised by the respondent are : 

Section 81(1) — “Presentation of petitions. — An election 
petition calling in question any election may be 
presented on one or more of the grounds specified 
in (Sub-section (1) of Section 100 and Section 101 
to the (High Court) by any candidate at such elec- 
tion or any elector (within forty lire days from, 
but not earlier than, the dale of election of the 
returned candidate or if there are more than one 
returned candidate at the election and the date of 
their election arc different, the later of those two 
dates)”. 


Section 81(3) — “Every election petition shall be accom- 
panied by as many copies thereof as there are res- 
pondents mentioned in the petition and every such 
copy shall be attested by the petitioner under his 
own signature to be a true copy of the petition.” 

Section 83(1) — Contents of petition (1) An cleclLn 
petition. 

(a) shall contain a concise statement of the material 
facts on which the petitioner relics ; 

(b) shall set forth full particulars of any corrupt 
practice that the petitioner alleges, including as 
fun a statement as possible of the names of the 
parties alleged to have committed such corrupt 
practice and the date and place of the commission 
of each such practice ; and 

(c) shall be signed by the petitioner and verified In 
the manner laid down in the Code of Civil Pro- 
cedure, 1908- (5 of 1908) for the verification of 
pleadings. (Provided that where the petitioner 
alleges any corrupt practice, the petition shall also 
be accompanied by an affidavit in the prescribed 
form in support of the allegation of such corrupt 
practice and the particulars thereof. 

(2) Any schedule or annexurc to the petition shall also 
be signed by the petitioner and verified in the same 
manner as the petition.” 

Section 86(1)— Trial of Erection Petition (1) The High 
Court shall dismiss an election petition which does 
not comply with the provisions of Section 81 or 82 
or Section 117". 

It would, thus be seen that under Section 81(3) of the Act, 
the petitioner is required to supply a ‘true copy' of the 
petition to the respondent and such a copy has to be filed 
along with the election petition. The object of supplying a 
true copy of the petition for service upon the respondent is 
clearly to inform the respondent of the grounds on which 
his election is challenged so that he can precisely know the 
basis of the challenge to his election and meet them in 
his written statement, This is also intended to expedite the 
conclusion of the trial of an election petition which it is 
desirable should be expeditiously disposed of. Since an elec- 
tion contest is not an action at raw or a suit in equity and is 
purely a statutory-provision, it is imperative that the statutory 
requirements of clcclon law must be properly observed so 
that the object of the provisions are not frustrated. 
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In this general background we shall consider the objections 
raised by the learned counsel for the respondent. 

Tile first objection of Ihe respondent with respect to the 
non-compliance with the provision of S. 81.(3) is that the 
copy served on the respondent is not attested to be a true 

copy of the petition by the petitioner and that otherwise also 

there are cerLain differences in the copy of the petition served 
on the respondent and the original petition filed in the court. 

The differences pointed out by the learned counsel for 
the respondent are (i) that in para 11 (vii) in the copy 
supplied to him it is stated that Annexure E is ‘filed" 

herewith whereas in tiie original petition it is stated that the 
annexure is marked “El” (ii) that in para 11 (vi) the 
word "Ihe” before the word annexure is missing in the 

copy supplied to the respondent whereas it exists in the 
onginal petition. Besides these differences, it is not 
disputed that the copy served on the respondent is actually 
a carbon copy of the original election petition and it is 
also not disputed (hat the differences pointed out above are 
in respect of (he corrections made in the original petition 
and the copy supplied to the respondent in the hand of the 
counsel for the petitioner and not in the typed material. 

Urging that the provisions of Section 81(3) are manda- 
tory and their non-compliance will entail the dismissal of 
the election petition, learned counsel for the respondent, has 
first relied upon Sards r Mai V. Smt. Gayutri Devi (AIR 
1964 Rajasthan 223) In that case the copy of the election 
petition consisted of five sheets and there was no attestation 
on any of the pages of the copy of the petition that it was 
a ‘true copy’. The petition was accompanied by three anne- 
xurcs A, B and C and no part of the annexurcs was also 
attested as a ‘true copy’ under the signatures of the petition- 
er. The contention of the answering respondant in that case 
was that the omission to attest the copy of the election peti- 
tion at the foot of Ihe petition that it was a true copy and 
the non attestation of annexurcs antamounl lo non-compli- 
ance with the mandatory requirement of S.81(3) of the 
Act and the petition was liable to be dismissed in limine. 
This contention found favour with the election Tribunal nnd 
the election petition was dismissed. Against this decision an 
appeal was filed before the two learned Judges of the 
Rajasthan High Court and there was difference of opinion 
amongst the learned Judges with regard to the view taken 
by the Election Tribunal and, therefore, reference was made 
to a third Judge, Jagat Narayain .1 (as his lordship then 
was). The learned Judge hold that the requirement of S.81 
(3) as regard the supply of the requisite number of copies 
as also their attestation as true copies under the signatures 
of election petitioner were mandatory; that the said provi- 
sions are not to be construed technically or strictly and if 
there is compliance in substance or in essence, with the 
said requirements, the petition should not be dismissed. On 
(he peculiar facts of that case, it was, however, held that 
the requirements of S. 81(3) of the Act had not been com- 
plied with either ‘substance’ or in ‘essence’ and the petition 
was liable to be dismissed. 

Reliance has next been placed on Jageshwar Nuth V. 
Ravindra Nath and ors (29 ELR 241) wherein the same 
view has been reiterated. 


The aforesaid authorities do not justify the contention ol 
learned conusel for the respondent that [or the mere non- 
compliance vvith the provisions of Section 81(3) of the Act 
the petition is liable to be dismissed irrespective of the ex- 
tent of non-compliance. In fact it follows from these au- 
thorities that if there has been a substantial compliance with 
the provisions of Section 81(3) of the Act, the election peti- 
tion is not to be dismissed in limine. The position in cs'cs 
where there is total non-compliance would, of course, be diffe- 
rent. 

What is “substantial” compliance with the provisions of 
f f : - 101 ? j of the Act carnc "P for consideration before 
their lordships of the Supreme Court on a number of 
occasions. 


Jn Ch. Stlbbarao V. Member Flection Tribunal Hvdcrnbarl 
and others (AIR 1964 S.C. 1027) the copies which were 
served on the respondent were signed by the petitioner but 
there was no attestation by the petitioner at the foot of the 
copy of the petition that it was a ‘true copy’. The objection 
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regarding the omission lo attest the copy being fatal to the 
petition was disallowed and it was held that as the copy 
which was served upon the respondent was signed by The 
petitioner, the mere non-attestation by him at the foot erf 
the petition to the effect that the copy was a ‘true copy’ would 
not matter. It was also observed that the fact that the copy 
served on the respondent did in fact bear the signatures of 
the petitioner was “substantial compliance" with the provi- 
sions of S. 81(3) of the Act and the petition was not liable 
to be dismissed in limine. 

In Murarkn Radhey Shyam Ram Kumar V. Roop Singh 
Kathorc and others (AIR 1964 S.C. 1345) where the objec- 
tion was that though every page of the copy of the petition 
served upon the respondent had been signed by the petitioner 
yet, because of the absence of attestation at the foot of the 
petition to the effect that the copy was a True copy ; the 
petition was liable to be dismissed under section 86(1) of 
the Act, it. was observed that the mere omission to ‘attest - 
the copy which was otherwise a true copy was not fatal to 
(he case and that there was 'substantial compliance" with the 
requirements of law. Their lordships even went on to ob- 
serve : 

“The word 'copy in sub section (3) of S. 81 docs not 
mean an absolutely exact copy, but means that the 
copy shall be so true that no body can by any pos- 
sibility misunderstand it. The test whether the 
copy is a true one is whether any variation from 
the original is calculated to mislead an ordinary 
person.’ 

Again in Dr. Anup Singh V. Shri Abdul Gani and others 
(AIR 1965 S.C. 815) where the copies served _ on the res- 
pondents were the carbon copies of the original election 
petition and were signed by the petitioner also, the ommis- 
sion of the attestation of the copy as a ‘true copy' was 
held not be fatal. In this connection reference may also be 
made with advantage lo Dr. K. K. Mohamad Koya V. P. M. 
Snyeed (AIR 1977 Kerala 160) wherein similar view has 
been adopted by the High Court of Kerala. 

There, thus, appears to be consensus of Judicial opinion 
that if the copy of the petition served upon the respondent 
is signed by Ihe petitioner and is otherwise a true copy of 
the petition, then merely because it is not atteslcd at the 
foot of the petition by the peitioner to be a true copy of 
the petition it would not amount to non-compliance with 
section 81(3) of the Act, provided, however, that the copy 
served is so true a copy that there is no possibility of the 
respondent being mislead. 

Applying Ihe aforesaid tests I find that the first objection 
of the respondent (as noticed above) with regard to the 
non-compliance with the provisions of S. 81(3) of the Act 
is not well founded. The copy of the petition served on the 
respondent is a carbon copy of the election petition. The 
last page bears the signatures of the petitioner at two places. 
The so called difference pointed out by the learned counsel 
for the respondent in the copy of the petition is served upon 
and the onginal petition are so minor and insignificant that 
they can be ignored even without consideration. By no 
stretch of imagination can it be said that the respondent 
could have been mislead by the variations pointed out in 
the copy of the petition and the original. I would, therefore, 
hold that the election petition is not liable to be dismissed 
in limine for the mere ommission of ‘attestation’ by (he 
petitioner on the copy of the petition to the effect that it 
was a true copy of the petition or on account of the reason 
Ibat there was some alleged variation between the copy and 
the original petition. 

Coming now to the second objection raised bv the res- 
pondent that since the annexurcs filed alongwith the petition 
were not served on the respondent, the respondent had been 
prejudiced in his defence nnd the copy of the petition served 
on hint could, therefore, not be regarded as n ‘true copy’ of 
the petition. It is, as noticed earlier, undisputed that neither 
spare copies of the annexures were filed by the pclitioner 
for service on the respondent nor were any copies of the 
annexurcs actuallv served on the respondent along with the 
copy of the petition. 

The contention of Mr. Gupta appearing for the petitioner 
is that copies of the annexures are not required lobe supplied 
to the respondent under any provision of the Act. It is 
urged that under section 81(3) of the Act it is only a copy 
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of the 'election petition' which is required to be filed for 
service on the respondent and that there is no requirement 
that the copy of annexures also should be served on the 
respondent. Mr. Gupta maintains that the word ‘‘election 
petition" occurring in section 81(3) of the Act cannot be 
read so to mean the “election petition together with the anne- 
xurcs”. Strong reliance is placed by Mr. Gupta on Smt, 
Sahodrabai Rai Vs. Ram Singh Aharwar and others (AIR 
1968 S.C. 1079). In that case the allegations of corrupt 
practice were based on a Hindi Pahphlct which was attached 
as an annexure to the petition but the copy of the annexure 
was not supplied to the respondent. On behalf of the res- 
pondent it was contended that the non-supply of the anne- 
xure rendered the copy of the election petition as not a 
‘true copy of the petition and, therefore, the petition 
was liable to be dismissed under section 86(1) 

of the Act, This contention was negativated and 

it. was abserved that since Ihe contents of the pamphlet atta- 
ched as an annexure, were reproduced in the petition itself 
in English, the respondent had the notice of lire allegations 
and the contents of the pamphlet and ns such the mere 
ommission to serve a copy of the pamphlet on the respondent 
could not entail the dismissal of the petition. It was further 
observed that since the allegations, as contained in the pam- 
phlet had been reproduced in the election petition, the anne- 
xures could not he properly treated as an integral part of the 
petition. Their lordships drew a distinction between an 
(‘annexure’ which forms a ‘part’ of the petition an ‘annexure’ 
which is merely ‘evidence’ in support of the allegations in 
the petition and observed that there was no requirement 
under section 83(2) of the Act to supply an annexure which 
is produced only as evidence of averments in the election 
petition as distinct from an annexure which is filed with 
the election petition as an integral part of the petition itself. 
In the later case the non-supply of the annexure would 
amount to non-supply of a ‘true copy’ of the petition. 

This authority, therefore clearly lays down that if an anne- 
xure is as integral part of the petition, then it is required 

to be served, unless the annexure itself is reproduced in 
the petition in which case the ‘annexure’ is only in the 
nature of evidence which need not be served. Whether an 
annexure filed with the petition, and not reproduced in the 
petition is In the nature of evidence or an integral part of 
the petition, (which has to be looked into to know the 
allegations and the particulars of the corrupt practice alleged 
against the respondent), would depend upon the facts and 
circumstances of each case. 

The question therefore that required consideration in this 
case is whether the various annexures in the present, ease 
are integral part of the petition or arc only in the nature 
of evidence. Let us therefore look to the various paras of 
the petition to resolve this question. 

Para 11 of the petition reads as under : — 

‘‘That, false proclamation and publication of fact known 
to be false and believed not to be true in respect 
of conduct of a candidate and/or in relation to 
his candidature constitutes a corrupt practice with- 
in the meaning of Sub Section (4) of Section 123 
of the Act of 1951, the Commission of which in- 
evitably leads to avoidance of election of respon- 
dent who commits such a corrupt practice. Parti- 
culars of the aforementioned corrupt practices com- 
mitted In respect of the candidature of Sheikh Abdul 
Rehman one of (he contesting candidate by the 
Respondent and /or by his agent with his authority, 
knowledge and consent are given hcreinbelow.” 

Sub-para (ii) reads as follows : 

"That in this connection total circumstances worthy of 
note have been recorded by the Returning Officer 
himself in the order passed at the time of scrutiny 
and allotment of symbol to respondent. A copy 
of the order of the Returning Officer is enclosed 
herewith for ready reference and marked as Anne- 
xure ‘A’. 

Sub-para (iii) reads as under ; 

“That this attempt constituted publication of a statement 
and/or proclamation of a fact known to be 
false and/or believed not to be true in relation to 
the candidature, of Sheikh Abdul Rehman. thus con- 
stituting a corrupt practice in terms of Sub-section 
(4) of Section 123 of the Act of 1951”. 


A combined reading of sub-paras (ii) and (iii.) above go 
to show that there are certain circumstances recorded by 
the Returning Officer in his order Annexure ‘A’ which ac- 
cording to the petitioner show that the respondent had made 
the publication of a statement and/or proclamation of such 
facts which was known to be false and/or believed not to 
be true by the respondent in relation to the candidature of 
Sheikh Abdul Rehman. No details of the circumstances or 
the nature of statements have been given in the petition. 
The order Annexure ‘A’ which allegedly contains the circum- 
stances and the statement has not been reproduced in the 
petition cither in full or in part, From a reading of para 
(ii) and (iii) above it is not possible for uny one to kjiow 
as to what statement or proclamation is alleged to have been 
made by the respondent, which he knew to be false and in 
any event did not believe to be true. Thus Annexure ‘A’ 
can be said to contain the particulars and the allegations 
of the corrupt, practice, the facts whereof have been given 
in paras (ii) and (iii) of para 1 1 above, one has to look 
to the annexure to find out as to what the ‘circumstances’ 
were or what was that statement which is attributed to the 
respondent. Without these particulars having been supplied 
to the respondent, the election petition cannot be. said 
to be complete or a ‘true copy’ of the election petition. Tt 
lacks some thing so vital that without the annexure it 
is not possible for the respondent to make any effective re- 
ply. Annexure ‘A’ to the petition, containing ihe particulars 
of the allegations regarding corrupt practice, is not evidence 
but an integral part of the election petition and the failure 
to supply its copy to the respondent would be a failure to 
supply a ‘true copy’ of the petition. 

In para 11 (v) it is stated : 

“That another poster was published under the authority 
of so called incharge publicity of Janta Parly Jammu 
and Kashmir proclaiming that respondent was the 
official candidate of the said party which fact again 
was known to be false by the respondent and belie- 
ved to be untrue and constituted a corrupt practice 
being publication of false facts in respect of the 
candidature of the respondent as well as of Sheikh 
Abdul Rehman. This is also annexed herewith and 
marked as Annexure ’C’. 

The contents of annexure ‘C’ have also not been reprodu- 
ced in the petition and Hny one who saw the copy of the 
petition served on the respondent without the copy of the 
annexures, would not be in a position to know as to what 
false statement of fact in relation to the candidature of 
Sheikh Abdul Rehman is alleged to have been made by 
the respondent or any one else with his consent. Annexure 
‘C’ therefore once again contains the material facts and 
particulars of the corrupt practice alleged against the res- 
pondent and annexure ‘C’ would be an integral part of the 
petition, the non-supply whereof would render the copy of 
the petition not to lie a ‘true copy’ of the election petition. 

Sub-para 1 1 (vi) read : 

“yet another poster published in the name of publicity 
Secretary of Janta Party made known similar false 
facts and known to be false by the respondent in 
respect of candidature of Sheikh Abdul Rehman. 
The posters referred to is also enclosed herewith the 
petition and is captioned as". 

Annexure ‘D.’” 

What were these false statement of facts which were pub- 
lished by the respondent, knowing the same to be false in 
respect of the candidature of Sheikh Abdul Rehman, have 
not been given anywhere in the petition. According to the 
petitioner, those false statements of fact arc contained in 
Annexure ‘D’ to the petition. How could the respondent 
came to know the false statements allegedly attributed to 
him without reading Annexure ‘D’ ? At best, para (vi) 
above can only be considered to contain allegations of a 
corrupt practices but the particulars of that corrupt practices 
have not been set out in the petition separately but are 
contained in Annexure ‘D’. It was incumbent on the petitioner 
to either give the particulars of the corrupt practice in the. 
petition itself or supply the particulars ns contained in Anne- 
xure ‘D’ to the respondent by supplying him n copy of 
Annexure ‘D’ along with the petition to enable him to make 
an effective reply. This was not done. Annexure ‘D’ is 
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also an integral part of the petition as distinguished from 
mere evidence in support of a charge ot corrupt practice. 
The non-supply of such an integral parts of the petition to 
the respondent defeats the very object of supplying u 'true 
copy’ of the petition to the Respondent. 

Sub-para (viii) of para 11 reads as follows: 

“That the respondent also published and got published 
through his election agent two posters containing 
the judgment of Shri ri, L. Bhat, Sub-Registrar, 
Jammu, in which certain adverse remarks were made 
aguinst Sheikh Abdul Rehman and the same was 
done with a motive of calculated prejudice to jeo- 
pardise the election prospects of Sheikh Abdul 
Rehman even when the respondent knew it that 
the petition by Sheikh Abdul Rehman for expung- 
tion of remurks wns already moved in the High 
Court. The posters are attached herewith and 
marked Annexure ‘b’ and ‘G’.” 

According to this averment, the respondent is alleged 
to have published and got published two posters containing 
the judgment of Shri B. L, Bhat, Sub-Registrar, Jammu with 
a motive of calculated prejudice to the election prospects of 
Sheikh Abdul Rehman. No other particulars of details are 
given in this paragraph or else where in the petition. The 
respondent could not, therefore, know the factum or parti- 
culars of the allegations contained in para 11 (viii) without 
looking at the Annexure ‘F’ and ‘G’ eppies whereof had not 
been supplied to him olongwith tire petition. These anne- 
xures contain the allegations and particulars of the corrupt 
practice alleged against the respondent and form a vital part 
of the election petition. Their non-.supply renders the copy 
of the election petition served on the respondent as not a 
true copy, Similar is the position with regard to the photo- 
graphs marked Annexure ‘E’ and ‘Dl\ These photographs 
also form a vital pan of the petition and unless the respon- 
dent looked at these annexurcs he could not come to know 
of the allegations made against him so as to able to meet 
the allegations in his defence, The non-supply of the copy 
of the annexurcs is a serious lapse on the part of the peti- 
tioner as by their non-supply he has failed to supply a True 
copy’ of the petition to the respondent. 

The position with regard to Annexure B1 and B2 may be 
said to be different as it can be said that these annexurcs 
arc only evidence of the allegations contained in para 11 (iv) 
of the petition as distinguished from being an integral part 
of the petition. 

In the election petition the petitioner has not reproduced 
either in whole or even in part the contents of any of the 
aforesaid annexurcs. It cannot, therefore, be said that there 
has been even ‘substantial’ compliance with the requirements 
of law. In the facts and circumstances of this case the 
service of various annexures on the respondent, together with 
a copy of the main petition, was absolutely Imperative and 
(heir non-supply defeats the object of supplying ‘true copy’ 
of the petition to the respondent. The grievance of the 
respondent that since a ‘true copy’ of the petition was not 
served on him he could not make an effective reply, appears 
to be justified and well founded. Without knowing the 
particulars as are contained in the various annexures, copies 
whereof were not supplied to the respondent, he could not 
be expected to file a complete written statement or even 
know all the allegations made in the original petition against 
him. Annexures, A, C, D, Dl, E, F and G in my opinion, 
are an integral part of the petition containing the particulars 
of the allegations attributed to the respondent and are a vital 
part of the petition. They cannot be treated as only ‘evidence’ 
in support of the allegations of corrupt practices. 

Whereas It is correct as urged by Mr. Gupta, that under 
section 81(3) of the Act the requirement of law is to supply 
a true copy of the election petition only, I am afraid, I can- 
not agree with Mr, Gupta that the word “petition" in 
S. 81(3) of the Act does not include the ‘annexures’ to of the 
petition, where the annexures contain the particulars of the 
corrupt practice alleged in the petition and form an integral 
part of it. 

The question as to what is the effect of non-supply of 
copy of an annexure, which is an integral part of the petition, 
to the respondent alongwith the copy of the petition Came 
up for consideration before the various courts in the country. 
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In Sardar Mai v. Smt. Gayatri Devi (AIR 1964 Rajasthan 
223) it was observed that annexures containing the particu- 
lars of corrupt practices "are part of the petition itself’’ and 
it is mandatory for the petitioner to supply copies to such 
annexures to the respondent along with ihe copy of the peti- 
lion and their non-.supply is a latal defect. 

Tn Ramashankar v. Jugal Kishore and ors (29 E.L.R. 233) 

it was observed : 

“The copies of the petition served on the respondents 
with the omission of the annexurcs could not be 
treated to be copies or true copies of the petition 
within S. 81(3) of the Act. The defect was of a 
fundamental nature as without the copies of the 
annexurcs the respondent could not fde written state- 
ments meeting the objections raised against the 
returned candidate in the petition”. 

Again in Patina vs. Mukhtiar Singh (AIR 1972 Punjab 
451) where in the petition an allegation had been made about 
the respondent having paid Rs. 50 lo a Riksha puller for 
carrying voters in his Rakshu on the polling day to the polling 
station, and a photograph showing the particulars of this 
al egation was annexed to the petition together with another 
photograph, it was held that the two photos formed a neces- 
sary part of the petition and without supplying of the copies 
of those photos, filed as annexures to the petition, the copy 
of the petition was incomplete and not a ‘true \copy*. The 
learned Judge, therefore, treated the petition as not having 
been properly presented and dismissed the same under Sec- 
tion 86(1) of the Act in limine. This view also found favour 
in Acharya Rasikchandra Dcvshankar vs. Adani Retubhai 
Mulshanker (24 E.L.R. 262). 

In view of the above discussion, 1 am of the opinion, that 
the facts and circumstance of the present case, annexures 
A. C, D, Dl, E and F and G arc such annexures which are in- 
tegral and vital part of the petition containing allegations 
and particulars of the various corrupt practices alleged 
against the respondent, and the non-supply of their 
copies to the respondent, renders the copy of the petition 
served on him ns not a ‘true copy’ of the petition. This 
commission is serious and amounts to a defect in the pre- 
sentation of election petition. 

S. 81^3) of the Act requires that a ‘true copy’ of the elec- 
tion petition should be served on the Respondent and I find 
that the said requirement has not been cither fully or sub- 
stantially complied with in the instant case. By the omis- 
sion to supply copies of all these annexures, which form at) 
integral part of the petition as filed in the court to the res- 
pondent, I have no doubt in my mind that the election 
petition is liable to be dismissed under section 86(1) of the 
Act. The second objection of the respondent with regard to 
non-compliance with S. 81(3) of the Act, therefore, prevails 
and issue No. I is decided in favour of the respondent and 
against the petitioner. It is held that the copy of the peti- 
tion served on the respondent (minus the annexurcs) is not 
a ‘true copy’ of the petition and the petition is liable to be 
dismissed for non-comp’iance of Section 81(3) of the Act 
under Section 86(1) of the Act which provides that “the 
High Court shall dismiss an election petition which does 
not comply with the provisions of Section 81” of the Act. 

As a result of the above discussion, since the election peti- 
tion suffers from a defect of presentation, on account of 
non-compliance with section 81(3) of the Act, it is hereby 
dismissed with costs. Counsel fee Rs. 300. 

Jammu : Sd/- 

DR. A. S. ANAND, Judge 

[No. 82/J&K-HP/ 1/771 

5 SpTTrf, 197 8 

VTrWTo 401- — JTW:, firxfTT XTTT>T TT XmTOTT jft ffqT | ftt 
1977 if WBP fTflT ffrp qiHIVJir frftr 

2-’sfcrn: frafhr if *rrr xriff Tnftem sft 

ifHft qTTTT xqpra, Trxfrj, fNxTTT, sfERT, upajjpvrfpr; 

Tpnr, frfF MfflPrftM 195t tun fmpff 

sttt r-rohq wqrtff *rr «fr iff) ir 

rrarw f, 
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nfhr, tt, wt imfEttiT *1, sir ir*w it «E, 

ww xmrpn T Em ttTI titt tott '■uUrTytrr Hut 
k, z?it, EttE pt imfpr tt mi 4t trm-jH fl w ^ Pt 
tr- ttt wtohr - T Err ir£ toEt titt it nntftBrcq TTfr 

to *rar, ttt TrfaEm iff wkt i o-t t TnjrTT 4 HraM 
wr>t iT^tpTi ^tfjf >4r ijnfr rum vir jtti % HTr 

- 4 r rretr jr ftrfr tpht T) frarT ieit wm Eum nfM 
% j^tt ^ m# tflr ?rEr if Err i*r xntir iff tttw ?r tH tT 
irr URTqEr % Erp ErtFfu rtEpt ttttt | i 

[4 O 7 e/^-TWftT/Ar O >To / 2/ 7 7] 
4r<5 4t J gTT, 3RT tM 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 5th January, 1978 

S.O. 401,— Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Haji Mushtaq Ahmad, Z.akura, Oanderbal, District 
Srinagar, Jammu and Kashmir State, a contesting candidate 
for genera) e'cction to the Lok Sabhti from 2-Snnagar par- 
liamentary constituency, held in March, 1977, has failed to 
lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the 
Representation of I he People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

And whereas, the said candidate even after the due notices 
has not (jiven any reason or explanation for the failure and 
the Election Commission is further satisfied that he has no 
good reason or justification for such failure. 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the E'ection Commission hereby declares the said Haji 
Mushiaq Ahmad to bo disqualified for being chosen as, and 
for being, a member of cither House of Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for 
a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No, 76/J&K-HP/2/771 
E. B. DATTA, Under Secy. 

Mr, ?*rr«r arfr uruf 

(gt*qtft vi jf farirrc) 

ftlSsft, 8 9TM1, 197 8 

(vri# q+w-Swr) 

VT° WI a 40 2. — fWR, VTi# 1^4, R TeHT T WPET, 
1904 ft 1 % tfiTTRar if WRIT TOR 

% Em ntiPTT, wrl vrtf sftT tIrt Entrnr vt 

tfo VT» 5TTo 1009 TTTllJ 25 RT^, 1965 if PlVlErfisTir iET 
tflflEPT gRlft WuEl : — 

TfH it, HR TOTT 24 tffT W?t tErM RfirEWT 

% tk'tt'T EmrErM hr Kw trk srfvtert *rl ettEri hT 
sutrtfr, OTtfl : — 

"25 tfk vnfM ErwEniraR vl Wt Hi r^Ettr t" 

‘ , Os * 

[quo r» 7 / 21 / 74 -wTf 5 ft tfi] 

aft® 41 0 rt/), mrr jtEpt 

MINISTRY OF LAW, JUSTICE AND COMPANY 
AFFAIRS 

(Department of Coinpuuy All airs) 

New Delhi, the 8th February, 1978 
(CHARTERED ACCOUNTANTS) 

S.O. 402.— In pursuance of prragraph 1 of schedule B 
to the Chartered Accountants Regulations, 1964, the Central 


Government hereby makes the following further amendment 
in the notification of the Government of India, in the Intc 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Company Affairs and 
Insurance No. S.O. 1009 dated the 25:h March, 1965 
namely : — 

In the said notification, after serial number 24 and the 
entry relating thereto, the following serial number and cutty 
shall be inserted, namely : — 

‘'25. Pre-Degree- Examinations of Kerala and C.alicnt 
Universities' - . 

[File No. 7/21/74-IGC] 
B. B. BARURT, Under Secy. 

it* trm* 

(vtEiv M tortptv tjurt Eirtr) 

art Hmf, so tsppTfr, 197 s 

tpiowie 403 . — qi? gEi-tqr ifErtrr, 1973 (1974111 2 ) 

trra 2.1 *41 aq-anr ( 6 ) % sttt iutt tt ieiVt to’T 

|tt ( rrAPn;, rpf^jnr, WTrUik ttfimtErr TttrTfTT 

^ srPtPTT if iff tjCFft, sifgitrri, rTt XPT <Ef4T, 

V’Ehd T T4f IRRl % EttEj-T UPER RCT 7 / 7 5-T<J°'Eo^‘>/ 
TtRTvfTT it THR iff RK It Rf*TtfRT IT <tVT«PT IPrr 1, Tl ^ 
pqo X|>r ’TEr-TIfTT, T1W 'Ll EripT tfrU-nfgtfETV it Ft it 
ftgffT TTTl k I 

[iff 2 2 5/1 3/7 7-U =tft ft/I I] 

jjtftrErTT, r it 

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 

(Department of Personnel and Administrative Reforms) 
New Delhi, the 30th January, 1978 

S.O. 403. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (6) of section 24 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 
1973 (2 of 1974), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri J, N. Ghosh, Advocate, Calcutta, as Special Public Pro- 
secutor to conduct prosecution on behalf of the Stale in 
the Court of the 4th Additional Special Judge, Calcutta, in 
RC No. 7/75-SPE-Calcutta against Shri S. P, Gupta Agent, 
Central Bank of India, Calcutta and others. 

[No. 225/18/77-AVD-I1I 

T. K. SUB RAMAN IAN, Under Secy. 

ijFs-qw 

fpj Eetfr, 4 TTTTfr, 19 78 

VToSEo 4 04. — HTTT ^ TPm, 'TPT 2, I 1 ? 3, 3WT (ii), 

mff'ir 3 fiqrsn:, 1977 ir <j«5 4090 tt nrtEid vtitt ittttt 
% hut tt (urEm tfk $r*rRrEnr garr Ftitt) v) xtEttttt 

vr«trro 36?i if 41 Hfirf tt urn; "ij 7 ErErsr titt (ffrnrfl- 
^ror)" 4r Rtn qr "TfjftiT fufTT ifqr UtEnr n*rr 

xpEt)" it 1 

[jTHTr 110I2/21/7 7-T'IT s ( It ) ] 

RtT^Rfo nerr tt tEit 
- * 

Mr 

(Tfnvfl firrmi) 

Tf Rt?E, 19 T4HIT, 1977 

aTTR-HT 

VToSTo 403 — 'foftq- tmnT, XTEr-TT irfijEm, 19 61 ( 1 9 6 1 

nr 43 ) vf am sou # TTtnrr 2 (ti) ito !Rn wEftUfi vr 
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STTN ’trr'l JR, sf) TTlfatJ 7)'49KI9"I m<nPT Jffsiv, TWT1, 

tpjf *fr P*rar TmTmjTrr 5 ) wr etto % rttnftt 

% [Pi <1 frfw ITT <(-N 4 - 1 89 fTWRT 'i 17 (1 A ! 58 ei in 8 rf^J"- 
7%7T ITTift ^ 1 

[To 3051/1710 To 176/l05/77-Wlio €)° (iri)] 
TR° Vll^fl, 5T5T TTf^T 

MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 

New Delhi, the 19th November, 1977 
(Income-tax) 

S.O. 405. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2)(b) of Section 80G of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
(43 of 1961) the Central Government hereby notifies “Shri 
Arulmigu Sethunarayana Perumal Temple, Watrap, Srivi li- 
puthur Taluk, Ramanathapuram Distt." to be a place of pub- 
lic worship of renown throughout the State of Tamil Nadu 
for the purposes of the said section. 

[No. 2051 /F. No. 176/105/77-IT(AT)| 
M. SHASTRI, Under Secy. 

OTTOT 

if fowft, 27 441 0, 1978 
Tim 

Wo trt° 406. — TfrcfN tim tTfaf-TiT i899 (isdott 2 ) 
5 ) ski 9 w ot-hto ( 1 ) % wt ( 57 ) arm Ttrr tiPit)) w 
RRW 5578 ftl, TOR Iff 17) ffli; 5778) | if) ThfdT 

7M flrf)tT fRffff TITT RffRfftf R)j) % TR ff ITT) pRi) uR 
17 ?) if 57731 tH3t ipt wr tj?tr % 8% trtt*) qr, rrr 
Wfa#DT 7 T $ fftfFr imR I I 

[ff° l/78-^TPT-Tto To 33 / 2 / 78 -firoTo] 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 27th January, 1978 
STAMPS 

S.O. 406. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(a) of sub-Seclion (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act, 
1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government hereby remits the 
duty with which the ad hoc bonds in the nature of promis- 
sory notes to the value of two erores and twenty five lakhs 
of rupees to be issued by the Karnataka State Financial 
Corporation are chargeable under the said Act. 

[No. I/78-Stamps-F. No. 33/2/7S-ST] 

% f^eefr, 1 TTTtf, 1978 
35177) 

TFT. 3HT. 407.—' RITffk 751*3 aiffftffTnT, 1899 (1899 TT 2) 
RTT 9 % TT-TT7T (1) r) TRUg (15) gTff TRccT RrtlxFTf 
HI DTjfjT TR rf ^ mi/t'l ffTRTT) d 3) T?" TITO RiTTft 

if it TT%S 7D1T g-=)t5h v d RTTTfftfRR' 3TP3) 

tVl IWs, «t«l£ r 5 RT Tpcf fur 73tpf RT# if u^ ffwf ppiT 
4 TttJTTTf T?, TTT ntyfm ^ DWf 

Pff. 2/78-751*3, TT. ff. 33/87/77%. T.J 
ETT. % TfflTTFff, 3TR7 fffffT 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the- 1st February, 1978 
STAMPS 

S.O. 407 In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 

(a) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act, 
1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government hereby remits 
the duty with which the debentures to the value of nine 
erores and ninety lakhs of rupees, to be issued by the 
Industrial Credit and Investment Corporation of India, 
Limited, Bombay, are chargeable under the said Act. 

[No. 2/78-Stamps-F. No. 33/87 /77-ST| 

S. D. RAMASWAMY, Under Secy. 

(anfiw wd ftprnr) 

(#fwi strut) 

a) frwrt, 30 in 0, 1978 

W° BTTa 408 — M Infill* TfTfftff fhtt XtftrfRRR, 1976 ( 197G57T 

2 1 ) 5 ?) ora 1 1 if) nmr ( 1 ) sttt rrtt wfefff spr spfpr 

877^- 517 , %vj)tf TOR 1(844 K l «f) sfvtnrs tDPit^T T) Wtf) 
inf) 11 ! 887, %T T WHTO % t f 8888 8 TTT | *fh! 2 1 
ITT)), 1978 85 WT7TT8 T RTT*) %77: 3 (t 158 , 1978 87) 
TRTRf 5)3 8T1) itlftr 87) Iff unfET 87 8T 4 877)3) | 

flTT sf) sfotnqo TPRfhBT ttrsrpj) 87 18 T7 iTfi) I 

^8 fWFT 7^) f88tl7 31 famm, 1977 W TRT5887 Tf& 
7JT8T 7^ TDTffr ITt I 

[tiwr tTT° 3-28/77-WT70 W7o l)t>J 

(Depth of Economic Affairs) 

(Bunking Division) 

New Delhi, the 30th January, 1978 

S.O. 408.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 11 of the Regional Rural Banks Act, 
1976 (21 of 1976), the Central Government hereby 
appoints Shri T. M. Rajasekhar, as Chairman of 
the Calivery Grameena Bank, Mysore and specifics the period 
commencing on the 21st January, 1978 (afternoon) and end- 
ing with the 30th June, 1978 as the period for which the 
said Shri T. M. Rajasekhar shall hold office as such Chair- 
man. 

This Department’s Notification of even number dated the 
31st December, 1977 may be treated as cancelled. 

[No. F. 3-28/77-RRB] 

W» «TTo 409- — HlWflT ttriftT 8F wfbfnrR, 1976 ( 1976 87) 
21 ) 97 ) RTTT 1 I 5TTT 5T8T) HlPwR) 88 TROT 8777t ft), %8f)R 
8787T7 'msil <j 0 ttiuRl ^87, % WBR8T % 8T R 4f) 

IT8 - a if) o hiMu3hivi 83 fRTjfW [m 9 n s. 78 Pi ’8 19 ^) f3i i J -f7 3 0 
f)m7, 197 7 8?) 8444987 Tfs)^88T ?f pTTfflftn 4 TTPET 

M 7% l, 8P%:— 

188 5rf%WTT T T87, SfWT) lf)7 7m “3 1 PtTTD, 1 977" 

8 5RR 17 8 TP, 1«T7 tfl7 TFT “21 888 <), 1978” 5)f8WTlT8 
)W) nil I 

[(RTT U 9 o 4-86/7G Ro 4)oJ 


S.O. 409 I 11 exercise of the powers conferred by section 

11 of the Regional Rural Banks Act, 1976 (21 of 1976), 
the Central Government hereby makes the following amend- 
ments in this Department’s Notification of even no. dated 
the 30lh September, 1977 relating to the appointment 
of Shri H, G. Balagopal as the Chairman of the Cauvery 
Grameena Bank, Mysore, namely : 


260 GI/77— 4. 
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In the said notification, for the figures letters and words 
"31st December, 1977" the figures, letters and words "31s- 
January, 1978” shall he substituted. 

fNo. F. 4-86/76-ACj 

7^ ftwV, 4 7777ft, 1973 

vo 4 10 . — rtWtt tmft«i if irfufirtr'i, 1970 (1976 

WT 2l) ft tJTti 1 1 ft ou u i i i [ 1 ] 1171 7^17 m (anff 77 
7717 tfvttr ^tr 4 T) o (ttttt it 1 ft * 7 ) trii off o tnt ft ^ 7 - 
rm TrfW $Y, dmrft f trsm f m 4 fTm wrrtft } wtr 

23 OrTHfl) 1978 ( amR? ) ?T SltTtH RW7 30 117, 1978 ft 
771*7 i/fit TTft xrsrftr ft 77 wM f 77 f hrftt? grift | 
famJr eft 77° fto snj TtTTT if »1 it 577 ft!) I 

vr ffurnr utr Tift ft ’if famr 19 fcTtTT, 1977 ft 
nfv ytr f l ft 7? 77KT 717 I 

[7t57T 179)° 3-9/7 7 TT7oXnri°ft°] 


TtTT tt 7T7 Tiff fffi Tjrt 77 tttt Term *PTr tAttf! ft 

fmftf tUcT 30 5T7T, 1977 ft? 30 3pT f 1978 ft 771*7 (ftf 

4T% 77 'f f fff 77 % t;-tt 77 , >177 ftr i*rf7 ijrf tt 77T7P: 

7ff f dai wm f ^ l 

[ftmr 17710 s-2/78-dofto] 
ftf’S' 7T7 STTf, 77V 7ff7 

New Delhi, the 31st January, 1978 

S O, 412. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the sec- 
tion 53 read with section 56 of the Flanking Regulation Act, 
1949 (Ml of 1949), the Central Government, on the reco- 
mmendation of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares 
that the provisions of section 31 of the said Act and Rule 10 
of the Banking Regulation (Co-operative Societies) Rules, 
1966 shall not apply to the Ratnagiri Urban Cooperative Bank 
l td., Ratnagiri in so for as they relate to th e publication 
of its balance sheet, profit and loss account for the years 
ended the 30th June, 1977 and 30th June, 1978 together 
with the auditor's report in a newspaper. 


New Delhi, the 4th February, 1978 

S.O. 410. — Trt exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 11 of the Regional Rural Banks Act, 
1976 (21 of 1976), the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri M. D. Prabhu as the Chairman of the. Tungabhadra 
Gramin Bank, BePary and specifies the period commencing 
on the 23rd January, 1978 (afternoon) and ending with the 
30th June.1978 as the period for which the said Shri M- D. 
Prabhu shall hold office ns such Chairman. 

This Department’s notification of even number dated (he 
19th December, 1977 may be treated as cancelled. 

[No. F. 3-9/77-RRB) 

77° sflo 411 . — aiftftprr 91467 7f 7fferf777, 197 s (1970 
41 T 21 ) ft hut 1 1 3T7T sxin vrffrtff *t snfm gn# gtj, fnffa- 
77777 trtTOKi 4t° (To 5nj ft^ngsT Trgttir 3f, tmf 
f wwtw % 77 if fiwff?r it fmrfcm T7fr7T7 ft f?7fc 30 
fhtjsrt:, [077 ft 77WP7 TftPJTTT # fMFlfad 77(77 
377Bt (t, OTtfcj : — 

777 7ftJB/77T if 7TT, WT 4flT WR 3 1 fi(7(77:, 1977 ” 
f tth tc xpf, xren: xrtr 71*3 23 °H7(t, 1 97 s” 7f377Tf77 

ff t I 


[fwr n^o 4 - 73 / 75 -tofto] 
7t° 717° f7W7, 133 

S.O. 411. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
11 of the Regional Rural Banks Act, 1976 (21 of 1976), the 
Central Government hereby makes the following amendments 
in (his Department's Notification of even No. dated the 30th 
September, 1977 relating to the appointment of Shri B. A. 
Prabhu, as the Chairman of the Tungabhadra Gramin Bank, 
Bellary, namely : — 

In the said notification, for the figures letters and words 
"31st December, 1977’’ the figures, letters and words 
“23rd January, 1978” shall be substituted. 

(No. F. 4-73/7 5- AC] 
C. R. BISWAS, Dy. Secy. 

ijf fitridf, 3 1 dFTTTf, 19 7 8 

3tTo err.) 412. — Jht'N f) !TfffPpPT, 1949 ( 1(M9<PT 

10) fl 8KT 56 f JfPtr ifor UT7T 53 3TTT 5f3n Tl Btfff f *T 

tnrH <nrtT ?p, Hr*rr., mrsfR ff^if ft Fn9, r f CT 

3T (7nti?!'r 3>T31 TTft t ff 333 wfufiiCN ft ffTTT 3] fW 

♦ffrr ( Trgrwrift ttfbff) fiprp, 96R % fftpr m % 

TWhift Ttfrr fH TF f » fo T TbTTplfv <TT 7PT 


[No. F. 8-2/78-AC] 
L. N. SHARMA, Under Secy. 

3tto Wri 4 13.-— ffTrrft fuftpripT 1949 (]949 

stir io) fttjirf 5 3 ttv snrfj irfanti mrm' Fr ^ g-pp, ^-rjfnr ^ 
'RTrft^ ferrf f f ft fipwfw Tv rnT^fflTt ftTTT ! P7ff ^ fir : 

( 3 T) -JTK stflTfirq-n ft Erf-rr to ft 3 TttRr (i) f jjvj (n) 
f (l) trtr (ij.) f 3 i fw^T, 1978 IFF fard- 

Trwd ffl 77 17(1 (Mr 1X41 5TPT tTjff tfpi 3Tff ?PF 37F TrpTIJ 

*rrTf(EPT wwtr ft7 uffdjd: f^'iwff ft Ttrmft trfijTpm, 

1 9 5 6 ( 1 9 5 6 4?T I ) f af(T’T'?V 'tftffj 3V(Hfl 'f ' 717 5^7^71 'V’Z 
ftrtjfjTft srrTihTr^fijpT f ~i Fh 2 <s ’ f firtuRt ft% in srf d fg 
577(t ff, Sf)( 

(-I) 77R ttrg-fhTW ft *JT7t 19 ft UTlTlTt ( 3 ) f WS 

3 1 1 9 78 (FF DTP^UrTa-rT ffl 77 177 Ml (T7r 7T7 

7(ft M ^fft (W 1375; T 777ET, ^TtF f 9773 ff^ppr irirs- 
iF7(r5'»fr 5rr777iif7R Trfh*f ft f77snf77rt gn TfiM ^ % i 
f ff TIT 777 

1- f TTTlf f 

2- FffrnT f mTTft'SI f f 

3- f(J fife i?7t 

4. 7(7177^55 5TT7; ^fiWTT 

5. 71*77 1 4 I 


[(T77T 1 5 ( 3 2)-ft of tf 111/77] 


S.O. 413.— In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
53 of Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the Cen- 
tral Government on the recommendation of the Reserve 
Bank ot fndia, hereby declares that— 


, c Z. 1 — . — v; ru t,u ) or ciaust 

(c) of sub-section (1 ) of section 10 of the said Act shall not 
app y till the 31st December, 1978 to the uudermentionei: 
banks in so far as the said provisions prohibit their respective 
Chairman and Managing Directors from being the director! 
or, me Kerala Industrial & Technical Consultancy, Organise 
'I 1 /" V‘“'; ^ ein f f n 59nipany registered under the Companiei 
Act, 1956 (1 of 1956); and that 


•j A ; v .1 V r "™ u,l| n 1 J 1 or Section 19 of t 

said Act shall not apply till the 3 1st December 1978 to t 
undermentioned banks in so far as the said provisions prohil 

Iriul m nk a’ ■ fr f n ^ ho| d ,n? shares in the Kernla Tndi 
trial and Technical Consultancy Organisation Ltd. 

Name of the Banks 

1. Canara Bank 



[717 II— W :i(ii)] 77)3 47 7T5PT5T 

2. Indian Overseas Bank 

3. Syndicate Bunk 

4. Union Hunk of India 

5. Indian Bank. 

[No. 1 5(32)-B.O. 111/77] 

7$ fe%), 1 4R3%, 197 8 

•nosno at — 441473) fafTTTT* irfufTTu, 1949(194947111) 

43 tor 53 mr 7437 wfa7D a 7D7 ft], %D4 twit, 
713D4 farfa 4% 4% fTTrrfDr tt, 734JT3T tfTfqrr 4i)D £ far 
447 trfttf747 4% trrrr 19 Dr Drernr (2) % 3447. DfDrjtr 

44 HTTO 477% farfDfa 3TTT %75T3 % 37 7 2.1.1967% 777 

41*7 g;47i7 IDfDrfDr 4117D f%f%% % wto % twit it 

=14 ffa 43 1 ^74%*, 1979 tttt 714 tD 3)4 1 

[wr is ( :i5)-D°wr<> 1 1 1 / 7 / 1 

ifo 7R 777)4413, Wt =rfaC4 

New Delhi, ihe 1st February, 1978 

5.0, 414, — In exercise of ihc powers confered by section 
53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949) (he 
Central Government on the recommendation of the Reserve 
Bank of India hereby declares that the provisions of sub- 
section (2) of section 19 of the said Act shall not apply to 
the Oriental Bank of Cemmerce l td. up to the 1st January. 
1979 in respect of the shares of the Suprabhat Engineering 
Co. l td,, held by it as pledges since the 2nd January, 1967. 

INo. 15(35)-B.O. III/77J 
M. B. USGAONKAR, Under Secy. 

7l ft*#, 29*34%*, 1979 

'FTo-wto 4 is. -41% iprfVttr D3 fairer famr DstfTTT*, me. 4 

( 1 9fi:t *itr 10) t) tjTTr 2 0 4% ^rrartTr ( 1 ) (91) 4: t|ij7* J »i 

if 47#% 73473 0,74313) fifa* 'ptfartt %fa f%477 f%47 :m 
1U 49 9% *T4fa it 417744 t%7 43% 18.75 474 ( 

41))* 941f)73 ITPU 477) % 15 % 17 7737%, 1978 % %337 
9 9 Tfaurtt 73 4T% fall) 41% 4t% DD 73 i4T4 4% 33 e(tt:) 
DDR) 4ff99 fDrrfD) 413% % I fDTT* 47 797 Tjfsr % i n 
9F7VT7 7(77 37 TF7 97437 3*4 %% 47 trftmT SJ4) I 

[799T Dfic 1 4/ 2-7 8- r r°*ffa] 

5.0. 415.- — In pursuance of clause (a) of sub-scction (I) 
of section 20 of Ihc Agricultural Refinance and Development 
Corporation Act, 1963 (10 of 1963), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby fixes 6 % (six per cent) per annum as the 
rate of interest payable on the bonds of Rs. 18.75 crores 
(Rupees eighteen crores and seventy five lakhs) only to be issu- 
ed at Rs. 99.00% during (be period 15th to 17th 
February, 1978 with the right to retain subscription received 
upto 10 % in excess of the said amount with a maturity 
period of 10 years by the Agricultural Refinance and Develop- 
ment Corporation. 

[No. F. 14-2/78-AC1 
7$ feD, 2 737%, 1978 

TUoaiTo, 4l6- — 1*7733) FTfaqTpTjtTftrfmrtr, 1949 (19-1973 

10) 4% 7T3T 5 6 7 477 TfetT UT3T 5 11 ST3T 7733 TlffaWT 71 7447 

73I ijif, 737)773733, 71*37)7 f-4 4 I7 7)) firerfro 73 3775133 

7(773 73rf) | fat 1J47 WfufTTR 4% tJ33T 1 1 4% 77ETT3T ( 1 ) 

% 7777 7737 773 479)4%il9 1'TT f%f%3T, 4*4$ T* 1 71%, 

1 9 7 7 % 2 8 773733, 19 7 9 791 4% 7D% % )%% TTif 7^1 7)4 I 

[%Wt t(7to 8-:i/7 7-7cjjfta] 

7) ° 37 ° 4g)93, 7) 7%4 
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New Delhi, the 2nd February, 1978 

S.O. 416. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 
53 read with Section 56 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 
(10 of 1949), the Central Government, on (he recommenda- 
tion of the Reserve Bank of India, hereby declares that the 
provisions of sub-scction (1) of Section 11 of the said Act 
shall not apply to the Sumasta Nagar Co-operative Bank 
Ltd., Bombay for the period from 1st March, 1977 to 28th 
February, 1979. 

[No. F. 8-3/77-AC] 
V. N. BAHADUR, Dy. Secy. 
7* faetfl, 3 1 774%, 1978 

43o8Ttc 417. — *7 33734* 377 7% '9faf797, 1 9 5 5 ( 1 955 4323) 
43 Ef33t 19 4% 733133 (l) % i?mr (7) % ^tRet % "371)4: 
3*3433 7T7D4 fatfa 447 % 333343 % f7Rf%f%3 *4fau43 4% 
43334 73433 % F4f7 35374 (Dfal) fw) 4% 1 3*4, 19711 

47 53ftig'73r 7941 3410 9-2/ 1 5-7 2-DelTT«- 1 (11 ) 47 

4334*’) TTftPT f79W) % 3417 33 1 31343), 1978 7 7r33%4 

"73 t'4? % %3%4 747 3 f%W TtfTW 433%) ^ . — 

1 . P 4T Do t(7 o fafa 

73 o 7 o % o ( %7T (-14 73 ) 

7, 34 i-i-ii u [h Td , 

47)1434 3T4), 

^7-4 11(101. ( 75T3T 1 3( ) 

2. %) 4R“ %)» D-t 13, 

73%7 77% 73373$ 4)7)47 337 1)4 7437, 

TT74t%3 troy 7I3fT3ffa7 ^ 7)33) 

%fe7 734 %, 

57TtT »f)7, fafa, 

4*41-40011 2.4. (773313^) 

:(. 1)0 Do no 9 TPDDftT, 
f'7DT47, 

D1% 777'br7 
2 7, D)77) 7)1, 

477 fafifTT, 7$ fo%)- 1 10(157 

1. D Do 734 7f7, 

474DD fTDTTt, 

D337 4i3D% farfrDr, 

%fa;4'tf44t n%*, 77T%1, 

7537-0 0 0 0 6 8. (oPOH-IIS ) 

5. D Do 4fo 47%, 

Do 12, D^r 4T3, 

7$ f43D-l 1 00 1 6. 

(30 rngt, 8/3/7 7 -Do tfT° I ( 1 ) ] 

New Delhi, the 31st January, 1978 

S.O. 417. — In pursuance of clause (d) of sub-section (1) 
of section 19 of the State Bank of India Act, 1955 (23 of 
1055). the Central Government, in consultation with the 
Reserve Bank of India, hereby nominates the following per- 
sons 10 be Directors of (he Central Board of the State Bank 
of India, with effect from lsi February. 1978 in the place 
of the Directors nominated under the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Finance 
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Department of Banking) No. F. 9-2/1 J/72-BO.-I-(Il) dated 1st 
May, 1973 

1. ,Shri V. M. Bhide, 

T. A. S. (Retd ), 

7, Suyojana Society, 

Koregaon Park, 

Poona-411001, 

(Maharashtra). 

2. Sbri R. D. Diwan, 

C/o M/s. Matubhai Jamietrani & Madan, 
Advocates, Solicitors & Notary, 
l.entin Chambers, 

Dalai Street, 

Fort, Bombay-400023, 

(Maharashtra). 

3. Dr. V. A. Pai Panandiker, 

Director, 

Centre for Policy Research, 

27, Paschimi Marg, 

Vasant Vihar, 

New Delhi- 110057. 

4. Shri V. Satyaniurti, 

Executive Director, 

Shriram Fibres Ltd., 

Industrial Area, Manali, 

Madras-600068, 

(Tamil Nadu), 

5. Shri B. O. Bcrghese, 

P 12, Hauz KJhas, 

New Delhi- 110016. 


LNo, F. 8/3/77-B.O. 1(1)1 


TUT leKi+i Ttr, 

NN-Th®-37000 i (tjrpt) 

4. NT SPTTtRrcTN To 
itn: TTTj 

FTTR'-S 60001 (tntrt) 

5. Nt NFJTlf #1 9SN, 

WRT, 4) NR 7 TT5T 

flr; n TlNiT^fei jfT ffrfrnrry, 

fenrarn, ( 4 Nira ) 

«■ srlrtn: tfrrrtT "mr, 

NIT NTsrfc, 

TfeTJC 

NgrRnrir- ;t s o u 1 5 
(T’htt) 

Nl'TW Wpftrr RTF 

1. <fr sfto tfta Npf»r, 

^rfipiT-2, (rrsTSTtnr) 

2 . NDflo t^ro TlNTf), 

TH T fTTT, 

1 l.tlTliDTT'm, 

YtIt (jtnt it<n) 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 


TTo Nto 4 18-— NRcfN T&T t* NffffirTlT, 1 955 (l955 
TT 23) tlTTl 21 t! ^PTtfRT (l) % HOT (p) % NRA 7 .®! 

*r •f^rN trtr NTHfPr hotr nt % than n TptMwtt NtfrEnl 
t! nktt nwri % frfr winn (jrfSRT (nnet) ih NfErgrpiiNt 
WTT ITT 9 - 2(1 5)/72Wt Nt l(III) ftTtT 1 pf, 1 973, T?; 
9-2( 15)/72ifto *f)o i(hw) (ttITT II),f*PrfT 1 TTTSTT, 1 973, 
t[T 8 / 3/74 41 Wt 1 fcptT 7 trif, 1 974, T(T 8/5/74-41 Nt ], 
ftNiT 8 TART, 1974, 1 1 'TNRR, 1 974 lSNTPpE), 1975 wK 
2 6 1 975 % NrPTrT NlfarT TRFll % P414 TT 1 TTTTT, 

197 8 ^ RTCfW FR NT NpORTNIT, NITTST, NFff, NIWT, 
^NTTNIT, TTTJT, TNIT, Tf fcFft nIt TPTT ?Tpfk JRtff TTW: 

ntfi TTft | : — 

N^NTPllT Ft r*tl P TTT 

1. TP&R tTTfo 41 0 N£, 

TpTpRTNT NSW, 

NtfumH Nnpt, : 

T4lNf%dl PET NTT TTUTN TtlpDr, 

TTNTTTT fq uqfq^j IM4 , 

Niwamr-.i a o o o a, 

(’jtttpt) 

2 . '4\ Tm^fi ^ WTo 

flTff <!wi tin m 7 

TIHTT TERPT, 
fjPTrgTTT (t£3RPT) 

3. 8tT (NTT T3 7PT TTR ti-'i, 

TlTT NTT TIT P4¥ TINT), 


3. 4l (4'dTT TR 
5 TTuflT d'tfj;, 

TPT 5 T- 492001 (Twrsrtvr) 


4. 


tri “ tr o 4) 0 [h q | q T, 
srt^TR TTT NKT5T, 
nit NUtm irr#3r, 

(NlIlNNrifFrd NlTNTf«P5Nfi5) 


5 7 JTP=r4)N IPR, 


Ntw (NFT5 i4t) 


5 . NT p/lr 5PTFT Fr^, 

TJpFrr 4TTTT, 

TpIn ETN T TIN, 
twnrjT (nntnw) 


8. NT NTTo 41 0 rfltF^T, 
i l/42, Nlm TTNT'f), 
NtlTN (NENN^irr) 




1. Nt 4o Nlfo 99 <.li, 

TTTTlte, +rM') , [tfd< TT.irS 41TCT, 
m At 

tpl o q /)¥, 
qrqi- 40 0 02 3 


2. Nl4)o PNo tfPTdT 

itn-femwfr, 

4rintq- 5 9 0 0 0 U 
(TdlFtr) 



TOW RT TRW : 18, 1978/87? 29, 1899 


Ifarrarr Rrrfw rsr 


|fafa I t — »3R ?, (?•')] 

3. fa infio HotTo 

ft tfew Ttirjf fan wTTTffr fafair, 

TOfo itjto jtits rfaR, tthtir hhit far 

(tototot HTOrfafa % totot) 

=TRf^- 4 0 0 Cl 2 7- (h?RI*$) 

4. 3T° 3RT TRWnfV, 

Ufa? fa^TOt;, 

9 fa fa /l Rlfa HI i<tiU ( HTRR ! fa fail, 
89 T-UR ifa-pM faR, 
fafafafa (fafaTT) TOH^-400067. 

(TO^KT^) 

5- fa faRTR 3Tt o 

w, 

HTW tftTl HPT, 

FRIT, 

TO*f (tT?RF 5) 

6- TO a (5 C ) R 0 TOTfa, 

TI^T OT HSfrKT fa*TTfa 

8 5 TOfa ? fa fW, 

STHTf - 4 00 000- 

(faiRi^ ) 

HTOT7TO RffaPT TO 

1. fa f=ho <fto ?rto, 

TOfar jtwt sro Fns FfaffarEn ffafar?, 

TO TTT. 

farfad (im) 

2 . fa jrTfa tot ?§tt 
fan ffafn ufar fafan?, 
fafTTO TO ft, 
ww, 

HOT (fafa) 

3. HTRR fa HR HTO, 

27, Hfafa F^R, 

fao sffo qjWJT TOR -741101, 
fam fadHT, 

(qfjHH falM ) 

4. ssft from fiT’sr, 

fafa +fa'+Vl 5TT$fa ffafadS', 

ftTST TTT^t, 

■jft - 7 5200 1- 

(gfaTO) 

5. fafa RKfaH TOTOT, 

it o oft o fjfTOT HiTO i 2 , 

htt, totv Tfarorr, 

(htotot) 

fi, TO° iRTo OTO o TOT, 
i8 fa ot’hj fas, 

^rofa fafar, 

RTTRIT - 700029- 

(fairor farra) 


1. Tin trif 1TOTR1T, 

vvm, 

Eft TOH fa+jfaTOTO (HTTHT) (rffad’S, 

151 -1, ‘WR’ H?Tt«|7, 

TPTrfa TOR, 

Rifat 5600 1 0. 

(httoot ) 

2. fa fao irqo ijfff, 

TOW, 

3 TTRT TORT fafa TOTOffar faTOH 'WfafTS fa*TPT, 

2-2-18/42, ^Tf TOf 'tmw TTfafa, 

^ROTR - 500768. 

(faw ufair) 

3- fa Ho pfTOHt TT?, 

TORT t£r, 

V I <T& 

o f\ ' 

(«ten^r) 

4. 4ft it o 57 o f'HSRirT«r ^t, 

TTWRT, 

■<r TJOTT^T. TTTOTVdM TR5T OT t-TtHd*. 

TPRlT-TT EpRT^T, 

TTTffTT Jf^rmTat, fWl rtlT 8TR, 

(TrtvnRjr) 

5. irrcrifo aRTURf, 

H4Ty fiRiiit', 

5R at tpr W«Ri^-f<3ftTJir, 

t^rmT4-5 00018 

HTR^T TUTRTH TIT'T 

1. aft TOR fa?, 

8 'fa #T ’feT-'r 

Tfmt, 

8R«5<-273001 

(IRR WtT) 

2- «fr jtrttr Rifa? TOnfr, 

fa^Hl+v OTT Him 

far 4 1'Rtl H TiTfaTf It 11 ? fifWfafe-TT ) -tyi R, 

#o- 1 9/ 1 1 5- L 1 7, TOT TT5. 

HRRfat (STRjfaw) 

3* faRR HU o RR" o I5T8, ^H, 
ffaRdfaj TOR TT't'TTtTl T, 

TOTfa? T$fam ffamfaTOHTT 
TOfaT? fao) 

4. fa TTmjjjd tn?, 

trwfa^d, 

a 5 3 , toot ffafar irrjTi, 

H ,J i T H^TT, 

Km 
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“srfrf'rvm” 
m h te i j 
( -do t TT?7T ) 
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4 'It fRw 

7 1 AfiT, 
XtfipH- I 10003 


(j. ffriTo ?ff 0 

d-flu mix amr-Tl 
tox wrrfd/i, 

1 fi/ 10 3, TT^TFWT irttft TW, 
WT^T-l (tffjrztlT) 
rntra fxnfV’T 4rmfa7f 

1. sfttnT° trlmim '<Td, 
tpRtfrTur^, 

1TRT HTJ['Td' TTtT UllT, 
jdPrafJ RXrfT-2. 

( 'ft'Cd'fi ) 

2- J -Tt to Tufa^r*, 

s l , ^ftflrjTT ^rifrsft (tjWCTFT ) , 

d-RUMA, RXm- 6 0 0018 
(dfudm-sj 

3. MT^c* rr-pfo h I *-M d M I f'i"-"-i , 

■tTwrw '1^ w-a fa?tsT<r, 

Rim Tar; <£if|V MhdJ, 

IJA fafrxiT, 175/1 5T"TT TTX, 
»nrT¥-6oooo2 

(iTtTTFRTT) 

4. '.frtfN srnpr, 

% 0 (frrrfafrr) 

jpnithb-m , 

XtffottT fadTffn- 69 5 003 
(*T5T) 


5- 'ft rWH'H TO, 

rnrw, 

srmrt tfrmfm TTrmtf ^rfjrf?r ( 

27/50 Rnrft <TTXT, 

5mm-282oo 1 
(TrT7 5Rtifr) 

8. XT° $0 iTflo fw, 

ITT^WT tm* |¥, 

ttttt wn; x<pmtfim, 

Ai'pp tfa f^orfVwT^fTr, 

*WR*TT (WTX) 

'TCTT WTtffiT ifnsf 

i- »fr Tjt ’tt^t *Vjft, 

msTppd, 

OTTrrfr 

TRUTH; (ft^TT) 

2. TR Xf° TTR’o P1A", 

5fr<fi*rr ittj 

umr ^ ixmdhe. wtri TdfefrdTpr, 
rcmfwfrortm 

^FTT ITV l^T^I <~! * , 

7din-i (fagrr) 

3. '-ft tptfr; wm, 

rmfer wto RWr? TTtrsr ^rmt, 

■q ie^ VTA 1 d-iet-r, 

^TTTfrst. 

TC^T-l (fattTT) 


5. sft 5T(to XlipT WlfarltA, 

i\ A ' *y A iflx, 

Wr^TTT, 

^PrrV trfxrr, 

312 

rTXTTT-fiOOOO 1 
(dfrMdtX ) 
xt firevii pnrfPT *t * -1 

1. aft Tm-d-E 4 «iNm, 

7 ft 2 0 XXHTTW, 

'Xd^T (TRtFTR) 

2. XT o XT o 0]1T o VTtfdRT, 
fSTfTNX, 


fdTTTt fjrorfwTxiT, 

faxrt- 1 1 0007 
3. '-ft TJXftA TT, 

RIpft XTIT, 

TraproPT, pmfrr 

(gp^ti\T. tfmtr) 


4 . *Jpr afro- T^iTo xto TT0X, 

400, 4> Old TTX, 

'TXAT-8 00001 

(f^TT) 

5- ?It 7TX 7 ! amt, 

#( J7T, 

fTTOTO (fx^Tx) 

0- ’-fRTTt Ott dmdt, 
nm ^HOIdlHt, 

SI+fllOT tP TR, 
tKi (frpT) 

iTTo irifo s/ 3 / 77 -ifto WTo-I ( 2 )] 

•mIt to t , TTTTm ■' I "f 7 

S.O. 418.— In pursuance of clause (c) of sub-section (1) 
of section 21 of the State Bank of India Acl, 1955 (23 of 
1955), the Central Government, in consultation with the 
Reserve Bank of India, hereby nominates the following per- 
sons to be members of the Ahmcdabad, Bhopal, Bombay, 
Calcutta, Hyderabad, Kanpur, Madras, New Delhi and Patna 
Local Boards of the State Bank of India, respectively with 
elfeet from 1st February, 1978 in the place of the members 
nominated under the notifications of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Banking) 
Nos. F. 9-2( 1 5)/72-BO.I(Ill) dated 1st May, 1973, F. 9-2 
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(15)/72-BO.I (Vol. I) (Pait-Iij dated 1st- November, 1973, 
F. No. 8/3/74-BO.I dated 7th May, 1974, F. 8|5|74-BO-l 
dated 6th November, 1974, 11th November, 1974, 18th lan- 
uary, 1975 and 26th April, 1975 ■ 

ahmbdabad local board 

1. Pro!'. M. P. Bhatt, 

Professor & Head, 

Department of Economics, 

University School of Social Sciences, 

Gujarat University, 

Navrangpura, Ahmedabad-380009, 

(Gujarat). 

2. Shri Ramjibhai R. Chaudhari, 

Pramukh Gram Seva Samaj, 

Vankal, 

Talukn Mangrol. 

Distt. Surat (Gujarat). 

3. Shri Chimanlal Amritlal Desat, 

C/'o Amritlal Desai & Company, 

Railway Station Road, 

Bhuj-Kutch-370001, 

( Gujarat). 

4 Shri Jamiyatram K. Mody, 

Dhebar Road, 

Rajkot-360001. 

(Gujarat), 

5. Shri Ambubhai D. Patel, 

Chairman, 

The Sabar Kantha District, 

Central Cooperative Bank Ltd., 

Himmatnngar, (Gujarat). 

6. Professor Samuel Paul, 

Director, 

Indian Institute of Management, 

Vastrapur, Ahmednbad-380015 
(Gujarat), 

BHOPAL LOCAL BOARD 

1. Shri B. B. Bhargava, 

Barnfkhana, 

Gwalior-2 (Madhya Pradesh). 

2. Shri P. S. Kalani, 

Kamal Villa, 

II. Tukoganj Road, Indore, 

(Madhya Pradesh). 

3. Shri Vithal Rao Mhuskey 
5, Panchshccl Nagar, 

Raipur, -492001, 

(Madhya Pradesh). 

4. Dr. A. C. Minocha, 

Professor & Head, 

School of Social Science, 

(Department of Regional P) inning 
and Economic Growth, 

Bhopal University, 

57, Malviyanagar, 

Bhopal (Madhya Pradesh). 

5. Shri Narendra Pratap Singh, 

Pandaria Bungalow, 

Near Normal School, 

Bilnspur, 

(Madhya Pradesh). 

6. Shri R. P. Noronha, 

E. 1/42, Arera Colony, 

Bhopal, 

(Madhya Pradesh). 

BOMBAY LOCAL BOARD 

L Shri J. R. Gagral, 

Advocate, Solicitor and Notary, 

Alii Chambers. 


N, Master Road, 

Bombay-400023, 

(Maharashtra). 

2. Shri B. M. Gogtc, 

146, Tilakwadi, 

Belga urn-5900 06, 

(Karnataka). 

3. Shri F. A. A. Jasdanwalla, 

Managing Director, 

The Indian Standard Metal Co. Ltd., 
l.S.M. Estate, Anant Ganpat Pawar Latte, 
(Opp. Byculla Goods Depot), 
Bombay-400027. 

(Maharashtra). 

4. Dr. Dasu Ramaswami, 

Managing Director. 

M/s. Vitro-Pharma Products (P) Ltd., 

89, Govt. Industrial Estate, Kandivlis (West), 
Bombay-400067. 

(Maharashtra). 

5. Shri Shrikant G. Reparel, 

Udyog Bftavan, 

Walchand Hirachand Marg, 

Ballard Estate. 

Bombay, 

(Maharashtra). 

6. Dr. (Miss) S. K. Verghese, 

National Institute of Bank Management, 

85, Nepean Sea Road, 

Bombay-400006, 

(Maharashtra). 

CALCUTTA 1 OCAL BOARD 

1. Shri FI. P. Barooah, 

C/o Barooahs & Associates Ltd., 

Club Road. 

Jorhat, (Assam), 

2. Shri Durgamadhab Behura, 

Retired Director of Agriculture, 

Thoria Sahi, 

Manglabag, 

Cuttack, (Orissa). 

3. Professor Srcepadn Das. 

22, College Street, 

P. O. Krishnagar-741101, 

Distt. Nadia, 

(West Bengal). 

4. Shri BimaJ Mishra, 

Leo Chemical Industries Private Ltd,, 

Mishra Sahi, 

Puri-752001, 

(Orissa). 

5. Rev. Karbenson Sangma, 

A. B. Mission Compound, 

Turn, Garo Flills, 

(Meghalaya). 

6. Dr. S. N. Sen, 

18C, luikeview Road, 

Calcutta-700029, 

(West Bengal). 

HYDERABAD LOCAL BOARD 

1. Dr. S. Bhagavantam, 

Chairman, 

Sri Sathva Electronics (P) Ltd., 

151-1 ‘R’ Block, 

Rajajinagar, 

Bangalore-56001 0. 

(Karnataka). 

2, Shri V. N. Murtl, 

Chairman, 

Jawahar Lai Nehru Institute of Social 
Science Research, 

2-2-18/42, Durgabai Deshmukh Colony. 
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5. Shri, I. Zainul Abideen, 
Dean and Dean, 

Chartered Accountants, 

3rd Floor, 

3 12, Thambu Chetty Street, 
Madras-600001, 

(Tamil Nadu). 


Hyderabad-500768, 

(Andhra Pradesh). 

3. Shri A. Hanumnntha Kao, 

Yadava Street, 

Old Guntur, 

Guntur, 

(Andhra Pradesh). 

4. Shri A. K. Vishwanath Reddy, 

President, 

The Mllikanoor Cooperative Rural Bank Ltd., 

P. O. Mulkanoor, Taluk Hazurabad, 

Dist. Karimnagar, 

Andhra Pradesh). 

5. Shri M. Varadarajan, 

Managing Director, 

1DL Chemicals Ltd,, 

Hyderabad-500018, 

(Andhra Pradesh). 

KANPUR LOCAL BOARD 

1. Shri Amar Singh, 

M/s. Green Fields, 

Golghar, 

Gorakhpur-273001, 

(Uttar Pradesh). 

2. Shri Mohd. Swaleh Ansari, 

Director, 

U. P. Handloom and Powerloom Finance Hnd De- 
velopment Corporation, 

C-19/115-1 17, Faatman Road, 

Opp. Kami a Nagar, 

Varanasi (Uttar Pradesh). 

3 Prof. M. S. Khan, 

Head, Department of Economics, 

Aligarh Muslim University, 

Aligarh (Uttar Pradesh). 

4. Shri Ram Mukut Singh, 

Advocate, 

653, South Civil Line, 

Muzaffarnagar, 

(Uttar Pradesh). 

5. Shri R. P. Tamta, 

"Hari Nlwas", 

Almora, (Uttar Pradesh), 

6. Shri A. B. Tandon, 

M/s. Tandan & Co., 

Chartered Accountants, 

Lakshmi Building, 

16/103, Mahatma Gandhi Road, 

Kanpur-1, 

(Uttar Pradesh). 

MADRAS LOCAL BOARD 

1. Shri M. Somashekara Bhat, 

Plastubex Corporation, 

Lala Lajapath Rai Marg, 

Kunjibettu, Udnpi-2, 

(Karnataka). 

2. Shri E. Govindaraj, 

81, Seethamma Colony. (Extension), 

Teynampet, Madras-600018, 

(Tamil Nadu). 

3. Shri K. M. Mammen Mappillai, 

Chairman & Managing Director, 

Madras Rubber Factory Ltd., 

Dhun Buildings, 

175/L Anna Road, 

Madras-600002, 

(Tamil Nadu). 

4. Shri C. Thomas, 

I. A. S. (Retd.), 

Mullamangalam, 

Kaudittr. Trivandrum-695003, 

(Kerala). 


NEW DELHI LOCAL BOARD 

1. Shri Ram Chandra Bcniwal, 

7 T 20, Jawahar Nagar, 

Jaipur (Rajasthan). 

2. Dr. B. M. Bhatia, 

Principal, 

Hindu College, 

University of Delhi, 

Delhi Campus, Delhi-110007. 

3. Shri Noor-ud-din Dar, 

Qa 2 i Bagh, 

Anantnag, Kashmir 
(Jammu & Kashmir). 

4. Shri Jagmohan Singh Kochhar, 

71, Sunder Nagar, 

New Delhi-110003. 


5. Shri Moti Lai Kadam, 

Member, Agra Industrial Advisory Committee, 
27/50, Kazipara, Agra-28001, 

(Uttar Pradesh). 

6. Dr. K. S. Gill, 

Professor anti Head, 

Punjab School of Economic, 

Guru Nanak Dev University, 

Amritsar (Punjab). 

PATNA LOCAL BOARD 


1. Shri Ranglal Chondhary, 

Advocate, 

Govt. Pleader, 

Dhanbad (Bihar). 

2. Dr. D. N. Lai, 

University Professor and 

Head of the Department of Statistics, 
Patna University, 

New Dak Bungalow Road, 

Patna-1 (Bihar). 

3. Shri Rama Nand Prasad, 

C/o M|s. R. N. Prasad & Co., 
Chartered Accountants, 

Fraser Road, 

Patna-1 (Bihar), 

4. Shri K. S. V. Raman, 

400, Canal Road, 

Patna-800001, 

(Bihar). 


5. Shri Rajindra Sharma, 

P, O, Nandanpura, 

Tehta, 

District Gaya, 

(Bihar). 

6 Mrs. Mary Topno, 

Village Dhumsatoh, 

P. O. East Church Road, 

Ranchi, 

(Bihar) 

[No. F. 8/3/77-B.O. 1(2)1 
BALDEV SINGH, Jt. Secy, 
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TOTtf fTT TRTOf : TOlft 18, 1978/nR 29, 1R99 


pfViTT mu tott tojr trt? mw (fterflu ftnr) fitffR - 1 1 

flWR, 30 vi, 1977 


r £) 4 -TRtTOT TTR 

flta 3tl° 4 19. — TOsfht 3RT? WR fTOTTOTOft 1944 % fTOR 5 «P TOTOTtt TO fTPfTOt TO TRPT TOR jfl* TOP ftf fTTOffriTOr IlTi 
TORR WfaTOTfkff TO STRRtfTOT FrfTORt % TOTOEf it TOTt fit iff mft WfaTJTOlTiti TO fTflRW TOtit gfr , § IR fTtg^RT ffITT fTOt 
tot trtTR nr^ft % totot 3 ir tot 5f? %itTpt rrtot fj?ro 4r wfitrorfRt fit, tot% to tor nftmn totortot trnfft % rt«t 

2 it itt ^rfinnft % to*t % trptir fro? tot faRtf % ijtotohI % TOqii ?r«rr TOrofr % trir 4 ir yft-M'M tfrroTOf ^ «rata, rtfa firf 
ft, »T*rnprI fir nrfroRt fir jRtR tor to snftmr jrr tort jr 1 


TOT fHOH ?t o ^fy4l (1 , TO rft*t fTflET TJTT TO 

tf 0 it faTfft TO>ft toi R ft 

1 ? 3 


1. 3 

2: 9 


fTtftSTTO 

TOftSTTO 


3. 9( 15[) 

4. 9*ft ( 3 ) ..... 

5. (TO) 12(OT37Et) 

(ur) rttor (iii) ctto (ii) Rt e fRfcr front 
TORaftTOftfecTOrfr 1 


TtfRfr TRTf^tt 
W9TWF 

tt^Rfr TOrrftrt/tr^twip, 

froifa trottr ttroft to* 

1 2 $ TOt^TT wsftwro 


Jtftfsptr tflr tfarruf, trfit rtf ft 


4 


G. 


(q) front 1 2 % RTO front 3 TOff TTOTO tfTTlfflt/wjtWT, TOR 

frorfit ttffftt 41^, 4*1 4i 4 1 

(fr) front i2>t%Trrfronr (3), (r) ffk (7) tffrror fRTftrt ] 

(ft) TOW ( 2 ) it RR TOtT 4 tT 3(«) KTO 4 TtfRTO TOTTftrf 
'tfxfw it TOR TOtTOR I 


(tr) trot tototot (titor faftnr) % frorfro 21 - 6-58 ttfmflwnprf 
fit roro TTJfrfEnr wfagron tt» R 2 / 58 , f?r qftRro 
%Rte to qTTgrp (?) Trk for 3(4t) <rfk 4 

(TOfftr front 1 2 (to) qftferoifr) 

(«r) ^tot 5 % qkfttEj [toto irron;, faro tosiwt Rfrorro rotiftil 
(totottot frorpT)] fit rorntuftfatT frortro 21 - 6-58 
TOt TfagTOTT tfo 62/58 %o^oSjo nft 'TftffTO 

% 4 tt 5 % fTOt (totItt from 1 2 to) % 

TTR ft TOfT feoplft I 


TOt ftf'pr fTOttir fit Rtkr it tfft tottr 
ft to^t % ttw fjFT wtjz % srrf vt 
TOt^ ir 1 5 fror hto fit k: fit totopc to^" 
nTOfftfrort 1 


7 . (to) 1 3 


wtfrwTO 


TOf frf*Rt 5fEm pftTOR TOTt TOT rftfTOT | I 


(if) 1 3 


8 - 


1 4 


9- 1 4 TO ^fTOST (tft) 

10- (f?) 27(l) 

(W)27(4) 


260 G 1/77 ' 


TTftTOF TOTTfrTt/^lfttrtfT, rtf TOf^FTO tt oTOTo 4 TtTT f /l^ 0 fTtTo 4TToT)[H o 

far#q Pootfl Ttftft frit, fit fttfhr/tpfar srftTTOf sr^gtr TOkt tfltPrukr 

frkftf 1 TOkr it TOtfTOT TOR tfRT *f iftTT £it ftk 

iO 4 i 4 f'T 'T 7rk it tRftTTT TOTTJff fft F^tfTTt 

TOtit TOT tftfTOT (t 1 

TOTTTOF TOTTffrt/wtftOTT fantq TO*fT TOfTOTOTT fTRir TToWITo 4 FtTT oTOTTo 4 

frotfa tnfst ftf, frHtrr rtoirtto fit fttfarAptor srftr fit srrgH tor 
it TOrftR TOR tthTT ir rftfT %% fftT fTOtff 

ffRT TtTTTT ift Wlfrot ^ I 

to?ttof TOttftrf Proft 4ir Pit pr% ir lift fprotR rr; 250 

TOq ir ftftrfTF ft (ft TTOTt TOR 1 %TOT) 

froOsTTO 

TOERfi TOTTfqt frotfr r *ft ^ tow it ftrtrit totoJht wr fit 

TTfirr 250 ^ ir frfror R jft (ft »tt totr 

TOf^RTT) 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

1 1 . 

38 

STlfWT 

— 

12 . 

43 .... 

jrrfsmfr, ettthPt oirtt 

— 



friTt % Pn sttPith 


13. 

4 4 

• j t 

— 

1 4. 

40 .... 

■ 11 

— 

1 5- 

(= 6 ) 47(l) (^iWST) 

wsftsw 

— 


(*) 47 (3) .... 

5TTfwrft Ti 1 J*T 5mtlT UTTTt 

— 



TiTt % Pri Jrrftnrrr 1 



(it) 47(4) .... 

. wtffwv 

— 

1 6 . 

48 .... 

rnfimfr, 15 sift 

— 



Pti srrfanFw 1 


i 7. 

5 2 

srrfEnFrft, ^ (rrriftr Trcft 

— 



* Pti srrftryir 


18. 

5 2(t)(i) Pnw 1737 ft ( 2 ) %’TP‘r'Tfew 


ffPrafoir ht Pwreft hFctt- % 'trt 




vx JjPwt HtPrffnn ipr . hih % wr <rt 

prr 9 !t 4 PttrffTiT 9nPr vt srPur (^°^° 
AJo 41 It 71 fro 6 51 65l) 


(t) 53 Pram 1735 ft ( 4 ) % qnr <rf3?r 

OTITHTiflf 

— 


(«r) 53(tfr) (gwtr) 

STlftW 

— 

19. 

5 6T ( 2 ) ... 

, *5 1 ^<7? 

— 

20- 

56^(4) . . 

ha ihh Tnmflrf 

— 

21. 

65(3) 5WT ( 4 ) 

hijihai HHpraf 

— 

22. 

71(3) ■ 

WtftSPP 

— 

23. 

75 . — : 

if(TW5? srtrgtrt 

- 

2 4- 

92l(l) 

VSltW'P 

— 

25- 

92^(3) ..... 

?Timprf 

hi Pnrfwr * iPrtr $ aft 3 * awtft ^tti 
^ ift TTjfPrftr ft (9 th niff hst <mrr, P>raft 
Pn ’4 HO Pi HTTR ift 9^ t 1 

2 6. 

(*) 921(4) . 

snftSTHT 

It’IH'o'fto Toft ft hH)a> 1H] fPl ftl HI 




951 HtfWn ipriTT 1 


(*f) 921(4) 


3ft Pththt vt HTpir fftiPiPHAft tmfu 




15 PtH ft trfftAT H ?t 1 



HIJIHAi HHIjfHf 

1 5 PfH % dfftAT 9ft Wfft Tt TTHHT 977ft 




ftfftl 1 

2 7. 

92H*qwr (tfr) 

TPTl^?rf 

— 

2 8- 

02 7ft (3) (UTHHl) 

WEfPTAf 

— 

2 9. 

02 wt ( 2 ) 

5nft«9T 

2 Pl*1 (1T> ft Pteh-it % HTH7TT 9f <8 ft PfH 



7T^nT®fT H6 l^flf 

2 fftr ft wfw ft Pttjh ftr tPt ft 




Phi 1 

3 0. 

92 f (3T* III) .... 

HAP7if HHi? ; flt 

— 

31. 

92191 . . 

la'HTififtrtf 

. 

32- 

93 (ft) . . ' . 

19^nT91 HHTIlHf 

IHjfttHH ft Hit ft H HIP, if ftl fftftf fftHT 




7TRT 1 

33. 

96trr^(i) .... 

ATlftSTH 

— 

3 4- 

9 1 ; ( 2 ) 

H$IW ETHPOTT 

— 

3 5. 

9 & ( . 1 ) 

HJJPT+' 41 HU! (if 

— 

3 6. 

(<F) 96 *TT$ ( 4 ) 

AnftSTAf 

t 6Tlf lolW^Efto ft H(fTH'7.'l| % Pr^ *n#H9 


htthi i 
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(w) 98trrf(4) 




■ftm <u i % faq 1 wippp in hpijp pTO if tnror 
$ft $r nror Pro wfftrfa *p *mr% ppp 

PTO % fftft pft mpfa fHl>TO PTOT HT / 

pfft nmT i 

iiif from Prf ro^ro PTOT ftlP pff PPPfa 

1 5 ftp ir prfrm q $t i 


37, (n) 90%o (: 


17. (n) semi ( 4 ) . 
(w) semi ( 4 ) . 


48. 96*ft('2) 


P^TTO PPT^rf 


ntfto 


mirror 


mfrro 

pf i 94 i i qpftrrf 


froTsfr/mfro ro if trnrftr roT pn^ *rr tfo 
mro e qmf if pro ptpt fir Profit 
% ftrtf pftro <nr srjp prqif if rorm 
T^P «fff prop 1 

frotff prftro <rcr % Pipir foqpft mrfw 3 pt 
ftror nror 2 ftp ir *rfro p ?t 
ppt mfppr xrftqq ro Piftro Pit^ - t qiftnr 
ro ir «ft ror rofr roT ir 10 fro ir srlfro 
nt Wt p 5 > pr firmer pf ro ir i 



(W) 9siro (, 

) • 

. . PgTTO PPT^fli 

g;pp roiftf ppT rfftmff ir *rf«n iff pff pip; 
rofr % firp 1 

3 8- 

9 6 ro oro° 

• 

. p^Tpnppr^m 

— 

3 9- 

9 0 tHT oTTIT ornT oi^To 

. . ro-spi^pl 

— 

40- 

96«fr ( i ) 


WEffWT 

— 

41- 

96ft (2) 



— 

42- 

9 6 aft (3) 


pjipn PHf^nf 

— 

43. 

90rm 


pp-ppi?nf 

— 

4 4. 

90 rorf ( 1 ) 


mftwn 

frop 'Ftptfpfu % mmfp php nro pff nppft 
mnpn3ft %ppp if ppp rrotTpoft® wip?p 
ro FftPiR nror 1 

45. 

gemff ( 2 ) 

. 

WtffSfTPr 

fttrfffp ppp if rp ppp if ppp rrorooffo 
wftro P5T FfffPP prop 1 

IS. 

ssmf ( 3 ) 

■ 

P^TPfi FPTTiJpf 

p? trpftr ftsrifm prop ftpftr fro ^ir *rftr- 
ftpftr pff, ft ro wpfu % fpift ppfftftr 


mfrro 

q?rro pprmrf 


% ronfq pro prqif ir fro urr rrorr $, 
fro% frtrp mj favft 'Fnfftfir % *rrof q 
PTO Prof ir WfTOT T$ fro wpftr $ fftftf 
if pir roqpntf jrPTPf% mEfpr pp4 ptot pff 
mjpftr rfr pff «ft 1 

pprf TTorjpo'fr if pftprfw % ftrp mroq pw 
rfttpqq nror 1 

ffir fppPrr pit fr qiftqror ^ fift mw pp 
p^p prof if roro T^r ftnffp prpfftftr % 
urof p pro prTft ir ftpft <1 rofa ftftro 
pror pt/tPp ro^ro nror i 
i 5 ftp qpr % ftmm ptppp PPpr ftrrr i 
is fTOirofro % from nr qvpjro pror % 
fro i 

PTfror ro it er qrftr ror nrot pt ^ °wr ° 

pro if pjppt pf«p pm p?r fpPTtfr %- fro 

pftro pp pf^p p ro: pft pfr roptror 

pit PPppR rom i 

pft from •ft ppppp p^ror ft s ftp if wftrp^ 

p^t i 

i 5 ftp it srftiPT pfv itfr n't ptp: nror i 
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49. 



i37-y3li?3T 

— 

50 - 96%^(l) 



SllflSTTl 

— 

51. 963fap(2) 

52. 96 ^ftT ( 3 ) 



trefUfl’n 

P>F73177n^7f 

— 

53- (3l) 96'>fTtT(4) 

33- (s) 96 ship ( 4 ) 



^ratw'P 

STtflWTl 

3511331 TT3npf 

734 30 fl° Jj 3^413 *7^33-313 "fliflT 

HT3T 1 

0% ftt3f3T 33, 3Tt ATfarTT % ftp 541343 -♦10' 
HT 53 3173 ft TpiPT TP 1A3P3 

»hr4fVfcr ^ spufa *rnr 317 ft ft Tfaift iff 

Tpfft f~3f»37 31731 Hl/sifh 77piI7 7731 1 
0,0 fftT4 43 311 4 ♦ 41 7 4, 111 % f<5p f 4 0 4 1 

33ftr 1 5 ftp ft wffai 3 ?fr i 

1 5 for % wfEnr if) ftd . 3?t 3191 37 ft % ftp 1 

54- 96t*tft(2) 

5 5- 9 6 fal o3ff ° 



5T6fVST«FT 
fTrfrW 3 8ipf 
3W3ftpf 

Rifftr ict it trr prftnr 571 3Hft 31 3 o^m 0 1 0 
Tfpw ft 7?3 3T7*fif ftmftf ^ ftpm$53- 
7W 3753 517ft ft *mW3T 573317 31731 1 

5 fa 331 ^1 pTRTST 5ft 573317 317,ft % ftp 1 

5 f53 ft 73151 % fftlTP 3lt ’T 7J Tf 7 3i7-f %ftp 1 

56. 96$T°pTo (l) 



Wftl31 

— 

57. 9 6 $■? o ip 0 ( 2 ) 



prtw pppf 

— 

58. (V) 9643 op 7 o ( 4 ) 



SralW 

— 

58 (S) 96 ^¥oCT^o( 4 ) 



wdffp; 

♦151931 no 1 pal 

ftriftr Tmffftftr % 5 Tot4h ftft fftRfri % ftfttr 
qrft ftf ft- ftp 3$f % 

thit $, 3t4 717 ft ft TfTift 3 ft spTfa fttrfftw 

71731 rfhPl TfTT *15ftr 3ft 3TYff7 31731 1 
ftft fmt-S 3if 37-3317 317 ft 3r ftp ftra^ft 5i3fa 
’ 5 ftp ft 5lffal 3 jjf 1 

53 ftp 3?f nrrftT ft 3lfrl31 3lf 37f 3?r 37^517 

3i 1,0 ftl ftp 1 

59. 96tfo*nto(4) 

. 


♦f^W 0 HI get! 

— 

0 0. 9 6 ^ o^*T 0 . 



33 TTTTipf 

— 

61. 96$5°*lt°( l) 



trafypn 

— 

62. 964u°lff°( 2) 



«Tii«Tir 

— 

63. 96^r«Wlo(3) 

- 



— 

64. (v) ( 4 ) 



. TOtW'T 

333 ft oft3 oftf o if 33f3173 % fftft 73353-33 
331337 5731 1 

(w) oewowto ( 4 ) 

' 


3T?ff&131 
■HJOT W7ipf 

ftft f33f31 fti 333 if ffalft 3=fac73T % fftft 
wifap-'p 3ff fipi ft, 'fftft'i TftWft’ ft 

513173 ftprPT-Spfft ffttfffp 31731 31 33 
T!3fa ftf 37 I J317 31731 1 

15 f~33 331 3lf ^ff 311 571J3T7 31711 % ftp 1 

1 5 f53 ir 33151 % ffalJTT nft 571J3T7 317; 

*5 ftp 1 

65. 1)6^0340 ( 2 ) 



*llflW51 

3113 7 oTTIT 0 1 L f 33733 5J7T33 0 1 '.4 3lT ipP 
%■ ftiq 53^P-37 P ir 31 JTTftp! 37T 3171^ 
if 37337 7^7 Jfrt =|31 At 57JJ317 3173T 1 

5 f53 351 % ftrrp n'r 37.7317 5:73 31 ftm, 1 

6 6. 9 6ifa°7° 



FT 1 ! ♦ 1015 a! 

— 

67- 97 . 



TftpiTl OOHjist 

— 

68. 100 . 



3^1371 TPKJflf 

— 
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69. 

140 . 


fora fan) ■ffiirmTff % trfor if fo nnfti;' 

7 0 . ■ 

■14 5 (fJTTltf'TPf'F HTt5f<i¥n) 


HIT ffTfftfira TtSTTH H fifS Jr fTPTFlT H T it 

t\ c\ 

sura fo nra rant 2 fo fo % wfa- 

ffotf oh ff4 nr TO 1 * *tfo TOT H7?t fo 
TTTfHTT 1 

7 1, 

147 

. ftfran nra^f 

or raffn rarar if sfratJFt (iff aft 

TrfvT To 2 50 /- ft TtfijH T $t ( lift WT Tatra 

tiqif 4. ) 1 

72. 

153 . 

..... ftflSTH 

— 

7 3- 

154. 

mfrnH 

— 

74- 

15 5. 

TTtfteiTH 

•JpUH r* <1 ^ i s hi i % 3T7T 

^STTaT % if ^ *rfa?T STifn 3f 

rl l 

7 5. 

165(2) 

mftsw 

— 

7 G- 

1 73 jfr ° ( i ) to?jh (iii) 

. ran^if 

— 

77- 

1 7 3 Ht ° ( 1 ) ( 10 ° ) 

, fn^rn-sfi ftraidrf 

— 

78- 

173^10 ( 3 ) TOf|H (-i) 

. TffraH ratT^tlf 

nit tra-Praffifraff % rat if nt tora ran nr 
firafa TTft | Hftr ffo^ frTarrfraTTnt (ran 
TOT ft) TOST: raffttT raTTTHf it (iroTfTO 

40 0 tfVt: ira qral) foTnrara sra^ tc- ran 
? nit if sjw »ff nrarafr % tranrai for 
WTraJTHTT Ktfo 1 1 TO HTO if fort rat*i 
4TI8TR q-T iff d-jUlT ft HT THfo (t 

q? fo %th rat w*ra fforfftftff for aft nfo 
ran nr ftrafa nfo | i 

79. 

17? rr^T « 


— 

8 0. 

173i;Ko 



81. 

1 7 3 *ft * ( 2 ) 4fk 185 ( l) 

SfTrlljTH 

qraf if fofor dfsjHTfv fo raTTO-rar % ran 
rar ra trot fo mgs faq mt % 

rat if ffoir Profit ffora aifo rant ran |, 
forat frara't if fttffffo 24 rat fo fora 
j if ifira fdit 1 

82. 

180 . ... 

diftSTH 

— 

8 3. 

1 8 5 ( 1 ) 


— 

84- 

189 . 

. . . ^nrr^ci t 

— 

8 5- 

1 8 9 7 0 

deflaTH, fsrffi 
Tra, Htnra 1 

fqtrfrt 

8 6. 

189 aft ® 

• fj 


87. 

191 TT 0 

nmgtrf 

fratld t rra<ttt Tit^rf Ht at^ftfiiT nra 

1 ran %h nfra ran 'nr fratlw rait 

htt.^i^ it ran mra nrir ra% Hmanr 
rm it nnt % firat fTtrifirr trad ntdr Ht 
Hint frr urfrarff % rarrar raff srf>raqf 1 

88. 

191 sfr° frara 1912 ft ( 5 ) 

Ht qitffHT ^1% WTUft^Pfr ’T^TTr^T fUTT^wf 

f^Tin if rrattr Trtfn Ht HTir % *rarar 

raft' nfifratt 1 

89- 

frara 1 9 1 ft 0 Ht Fi'-iufr 

. =5T*frw^r 

rara oraPK, trattra (Trara fawr) 

t?t PratH 9 - 5-50 nt trarantflra nflr^rar 
ti» 53/54 % to 4 if Ptfim TtoiRTf 
srPtratt aigi qran rarat if 3nraira ipn 
frrafnfian if iranr n fr 1 
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90. 19 lito (5) 

91. 192 . 

92. 193 . 

93. 197 , 


94. 199 . 

9 5. 200 . 

96- 206(3) 


97. 210t*o 


98. 212 . 


99. 212^0 


100. 22 3 1*0 

101. 224(l) 

102. 230 . 

103. 


fflirn'P ttRT?nf 

sfatsfa nr mir 
t* <pt ufarorra 

fnfrsw 


faifaTr 

fcfrWT 

n trfsmfr ir i° ue 
r[o am *rfa- 

faipr, 1944 tftr 

nro fntrnmpft 
1944 % sfatn mi 
nfa fait mnjtfnn 
trfaffafnn i fat* 
w ?fi 
mTRrtpwoiffjrf 


trsfrafa 


. mftwnr 


. tld [^0f 

tfgfarr 

. tmripTt 

, wsPrenp 
0 ( 519 ^ rmninf 
vtftm 


10,000 ¥lt* 

1,000 unt* 

2 50 PW 

I 

nrfail r^rm nr mi nfa unn Tit Prfan n* ti 
i tfaffar *rfar i mrrnr rfat nfamt 1 

nff i <jtnr nr 3?r% nm itirtn ■jorma % fait 
trftwrfr jttt mit t^r <1% $r, farrm 
nr rrifrntp wnupit i w & tr n jt 1 


unit nr nrtr Tr tjpn 5000 ?o i unfar nfti 
til 'f 1 i Tit urr *i 4. 'i nfat trnfan ifa ( t. fat. 
uffan nfar) nft rrfa 750 i nnmr n 
fti 

onh <tt nRT tt rjw 1,000 irntr i murr a gt 1 
pffTK it urr w nfat infan nfar (nnnt- 
uft?rn qfar) 250 nni i wrw a $t 1 

urw fat* jt* 9 . 3 faTH*r er<P n«rnP fit w nma ir 
trfa; 1 tfi nmi i an afamr it fanfr 
5 t nun % ttpot iff 4t nfat nmi nrwr n 
n't *i sjw qnr nrfa nrfaci nit tan 
5 t n far i wItfitt it T^fa i fat* 1 

in urfamf *r antn trpt air ffafa if fanr 
utrt f urn mtrnr tmrpi srtT nftrffaffn 
nrar it mar fanr urmr ?t 1 

*n fifamt nr rrntn ima nit jrfafanfa mn 
i nfa if fanr urmr t uft nrfftdT jttt upr 
it un4t | 1 


( 1 ) nfam nit it nrwn 
nfar it rrffamnnt 1 

( 2 ) tmnTT/to fa m io Ro »jo 

pfait ntn io tjo tji 

tjurm fapst it nffaronit 1 


faitn 

tftnn* 

(nfairf 

fit) 

tpp 


<JF* 



[nr 1 * II — ww 3 (ii)] 


<ntff <ET TTSTTW : <TR«rf) 18, 1978/fiTR 29, 1899 


473 


12 3 4 

(3) stmt tfV bf wntfn iffe 

TITO felt 3TR7 1 


frmtjt : — Tyt Rtfeabt, fetfa fanfa brt, qfeffe Tt JTWTJftffer vrfefef Tt fefe ft, trvI ftnr?r qfeffe ipmtnf % ferfa ifrb sfe rw 

% RRfel & tfrfftm mfenrf tt rfV jpfeT tw ^Tf^rr i 

t^rfEr^rrr tfo s/77] 

fen *0 t i NH T FM , Rb i g a f 

Collectorate of Customs and Central Excise (Central Excise Wing), Cochin-11 

Cochin, the 30th May, 1977 
CENTRAL EXCISE 

S.O, 419.— In exercise of the powers conferred by rule 5 of the Central Excise Rules, 1944, and in supersession of alJ earlier noti- 
fic Rijns dcbgiting powers to subordinate officers issued from this Collectorate, 1 hereby empower the Central Excise Officers specified 
in column 3 of the tabic hereto appended to exercise within their respective jurisdictions the powers of Collector under the provisions 
of the rule; shown against each officer in column 2 of the table subject to (he restrictions and limitations, if any, set out in column 4 


thereof. 

table 


SI. Central Excise Rule 

No. No. 

Officers not below the rank of 

Restrictions and limitations, if any 

1 2 

3 

4 

1. 3 

Superintendent 

— 

2. 9 

Superintendent 

— 

3. 9(1 -A) 

Assistant Collector 

— 

4. 9-B(3) 

Superintendent 

— 

5. (a) 12 (Proviso) 

Assistant Colloctor/Superintendent, Special Export 
Claims, Cochin. 

*•— 

(b) Proviso (iii) and (vii) 
to Note 1 below 

Rule 12. 

Superintendent 


(c) Proviso (v) to Note 

1 below Rule 12. 

6. (aj Sub Rule (3), (6) & 
(7j of Rule 12-A. 

(b) Proviso (2) to Note 
and paras 3(b) and 

4 of Appendix to 
Govt, of India ME. 
(DR) Notification 
No. 62/58-CE 

dt. 21-6-58 as amen- 
ded (ix. Note to 
Rule 12-A). 

Assistant Collector/Superinlendent, Special Export 
Claims, Cochin. 

Assistant Collector 

Assistant Collector 


(c) First proviso to para 

5 of Appendix to 
Govt, of India, MF 
(DR) Nlfn. No. 62/ 
58-CF, dated 21 -6-58 

as amended (i.e. 
Note to Rule 12-A). 

Assistant Collector 

Power is limited to condone delays in presentation 
of rebate claims upto a period of fifteen days 
after the expiry of 3 months from the date 
of export. 

7. (a) 13 

.Superintendent 

Power is limited to acceptance of bonds. 

(b) 13 

Assistant Collector/Superintendcnt Spl. Export 
Claims Cochin . 

Power is limited to admission of proof of export 
and to relax the time limit for exportation and 
presentation of duplicato/triplicate AR 4s/ AR4 
As. 
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3 i 

4 

8. 14 

Assistant Collcctor/Supcrintendent Export Claims, 

All powers including the relaxation of time limit 


Cochin 

for exportation and presentation of duplicate/ 
triplicate AR 4s/AR4 As. 

9. 14-A (Provislo) (c) 

Assistant Collector 

In any individual case where the duty involved 



does not exceed Rs. 250/- (Rupees Two hursd- 
dred and fifty only). 

10. (a) 27(1) 

Inspector 

— - 

(b) 27(4) 

Assistant Collector 

In any Individual case where the duty involved 
does not exceed Rs . 250/- (R upces Two hun died 
and fifty only). 

11. 38 

Superintendent 

. — 

12. 43 

Authority empowered to issue original licence. 

- 

13. 44 

Authority empowered to issue original licence. 

— 

14. 46 

Authority empowered to issue original licence. 

— 

15. (a) 47(1) (Proviso) 

Superintendent 

— 

(b) 47(3) 

Authority empowered to issue the original 
licence. 

—— 

(c) 47(4) 

Superintendent 

— 

16. 48 

Authority empowered to issue the original 
licence. 


17. 52 

Authority empowered to issue the original 
licence 



18. 52-A(1) read with rule 

173-0(2) 

Assistant Collector 

To prescribe alternate form in l : cu of the sialu- 
tory gate pass (Central Excise Series No. 65-A 
and 65-AA) in respect of units working under 
Self Removal procedure. 

(a) 53 read wjth rule 
173-0(4) 

Deputy Collector 

7 — 1 

(b) 53(d) (Proviso) 

Superintendent - 

•— 

19. 56-A(2) 

Assistant Collector 

— 

20. 56-A(4) 

Assistant Collector 

— 

21 . 65(3) & (4) 

Assistant Collector 

— 

22. 71(3) 

Superintendent 

— 

23. 75 

Assistant Collector 

— 

24. 92-A(l) 

Superintendent 

— 

25. 92-A(3) 

Assistant Collector 

In respect of a manufacturer who fails to avail 
of such procedure during Ihe period foi v\]-. : ch 
the permission has been granted. 

26. (a) 92-A(4) 

Superintendent 

To accept renewal application in form A.S.P. 

(b) 92-A(4) 

Superintendent 

Assistant Collector 

For condoning delays not exceed mg 15 dev 1 '. 
For condoning delays exceeding 15 days. 

27. 91-B (BxpU'lition (c) 

Assistant Collector 

— 

28, 92- B(3) (Proviso) 

Superintendent 

— 

29 . 92-0(2) 

Superintendent 

Assistant Collector 

For condoning delays not exceeding 2 days. 

For condoning delays exceeding 2 days. 

30. 92 E . 

Assistant Collector 


31. 92-F 

Deputy Collector 

— 

32. 93(bV 

Assistant Collector 

The fact of approval to be reported to Collector. 

33. 961(1) 

Superintendent 

— 

34. 961(2) 

Assistant Collector- 

— 

35. 96 1(3) 

Assistant Collector 

— 

36. (0 76 1(4) 

(b) 961(4) 

Superintendent 

To uccept renewal application in form A.S.P. 
To condone and/or to determine the period oT 
preclusion from working under tfc spec's! 
procedure for failure to make r.n appfeal on 
for renewal . 
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37. 

(a) 96 K(2) 

Superintendent 

Assistant Collector 

For condoning delays not exceeding 15 days. 
For condoning delays exceeding 15 days. 

To condone failure to make application for 


(b) 96 K(2) 

Superintendent 

Assistant Collector 

removal of excisable goods in form AR 6 
or to make quarterly /annual deposits. 

For condoning delays not exceeding 2 days in 
the case of quarterly applications and quarterly 
deposits and delays not exceeding 10 days in 
the case of annual applications and annual 
deposits. 

For condoning delays exceeding the above limits. 

38. 

96 MM 

Assistant Collector 


39. 

96 MMMM 

Deputy Collector 

— 

40. 

96 V(l) 

Superintendent 

— 

41. 

96 V(2) 

Assistant Collector 

— 

42. 

96 V(3) 

Assistant Collector 

— 

43. 

96 X 

Deputy Collector 

— 

44. 

96 Y(l) 

Superintendent 

To accept first A.S.P. for grant of permission to 

43. 

96 Y(2) 

Superintendent 

work under the special procedure. 

To accept first A.S.P, for a period less than the 

46. 

96 Y(3) 

Assistant Collector 

prescribed period. 

To determine the period for which a manu* 

47. 

(a) 96 Y(4) 

Superintendent 

facturer may be precluded from working under 
the special procedure for failure to avail of 
such procedure during the period for which 
permission has been granted to him. 

To accept renewal application in form A.S.P. 

48. 

(b) 96 Y(4) 

96 Z(2) 

Superintendent 

Assistant Collector 

To condone and/or to determine the period of 
preclusion from working under the special 
procedure in respect of the manufacturer who 
fails to make an application for renewal, 
for condoning delays not exceeding 15 days. 

For condoning delays exceeding 15 days. 

To condone failure to make application for 

49. 

96 ZZZZ 

Superintendent 

Assistant Collector 

Deputy Collector 

removal of excisable goods in form A.R.9 or 
to make monthly deposit. 

— for condoning delays not exceeding 5 days . 
For condoning delays exceeding 5 days. 

50. 

96 ZA(1) 

Superintendent 

— 

51. 

96 ZA(2) 

Superintendent 

— 

52. 

96 ZA(3) 

Assistant Collector 

— 

53. 

(a) 96 ZA(4) 

Superintendent 

To accept renewal application In form A.S.P. 

54. 

(b) 96 ZA(4) 

96 ZD(2) 

Superintendent 

Assistant Collector 

To condone and/or to determine to period of 
preclusion from working under the special 
procedure in respect of a manufacturer who 
fails to make an application for renewal. 

— for condoning delays not exceeding 15 days. 
For condoning delays exceeding 15 days. 

To condone failure to make application for 

35. 

96 ZG 

Superintendent 

Assistant Collector 
Deputy Collector 

removal of exclsablo goods in form A.R. 10 
or to make monthly deposits. 

— for condoning delays not exceeding 5 days. 
For condoning delays exceeding 5 days. 

56. 

96 ZH(1) 

Superintendent 

— 

57. 

96 ZH(2) 

Assistant Collector 

— 

58. 

(a) 96 ZH(4) 

Superintendent 

, — 


(b) 96 ZH(4) 


To condone and/or to determine the period of 
preclusion Rom working under the special 


260 Gl/77— 6. 
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procedure in respect of a manufacturer who 
fails to make an application for renewal— 



Superintendent 



— for condoning delays not exceeding 10 days. 



Assistant Collector 



For condoning delays exceeding 10 days. 

59. 

96 ZI(4) 

Assisstant Collector 



— 

60. 

96 AM 

Deputy Collector 



- 

61. 

96 20(1) 

Superintendent 



— 

62. 

96 ZO(2) 

Superintendent 



— 

63. 

96 ZO(3) 

Assistant Collector 



— 

64. 

(a) 96 ZO(4) 

Superintendent 



To accent renewal application in form A.S.P 


(b) 96 ZO(4) 




To condono and/or to determine the period of 






preclusion from working under the special 
procedure in respect of a manuftetuter who 
failed to make an application for renewal — 



Superintendent 

Assistant Collector 



—for condoning delays not exceeding 15 days. 
For condoning delays exceeding 15 days. 

To condone failure to make application for 

65. 

96 ZQ(2) 









removal of excisable goods in form AR, 11 
or to make monthly deposits. 



Superintendent 



- — for condoning delays not exceeding 5 days. 



Assistant Collector 



For condoning delays exceeding 5 days. 

66. 

96 ZU 

Deputy Collector 



— 

'67. 

97 

Assistant Collector 



— 

68. 

100 

Assistant Collector 



— 

69. 

140 

Superintendent 



To be exercised in respect of private Warehouses 






only. 

70. 

145 (Clause (a) of the 

Assistant Collector 



In the case of flue cured tobacco, to grant oxten- 


third priviso) 




sion of time for one year in addition to the 
normal period of two yoars. 

71. 

147 

Assistant Collector 



Where the duty involved in each individual case 






does not exceed Rs. 250/- (Rupees two hundred 
and fifty only). 

72. 

153 

Inspector 



— 

73. 

154 

Superintendent 



— 

74.. 

155 

Superintendent 



The. power shall not be exercised in the case of 






bonds executed by the keeper of a public bonded 
warehouse. 

75. 

165(2) 

Superintendent 



— 

76. 

173 G(l) Proviso (iii) 

Assistant Collector 



— 

77. 

173 G(l) (1-A) 

Assistant Collector 



— 

78. 

173 G(3) Proviso (i) 

Assistant Collector 



Relaxation may be allowed only on ad-hoc basis 






to assessees who export their goods and need 
verification Of payment of duty from the returns 






on the respective removal documents (AR4A 
Sc Gate Passes). 

79. 

173 L 

Assistant Collector 



— 

80. 

173 M 

Assistant Collector 



— 

81. 

173 0(2) & 185 (1) 

Superintendent 



For relaxation of time limit of 24 hrs. laid down 






in the said rules for presentation of packages 
or cases containing goods to be exported to- 
gether with an application in the proper form 
to the proper officer. 

82. 

180 

Superintendent 



— 

83. 

185(1) 

Assistant Collector 



— 

84. 

189 

Assistant Collector 



— 

85. 

189 A 

Superintendent, Special Export 

Claims, 

Cochin 

— 

'86. 

189 B 

Superintendent, Special Export 

Claims. 

Cochin 

— 

87. 

191 A 

Assistant Collector 



All powers except the power in regard to the 






approval of formula of manufacture and the 
power to extend the time limit prescribed for 
conveying the excisable goods from the manu- 
facturing factory to the receiving factijry. 

88. 

L91 B & note the reunder 

Assistant Collector 



All powers except the power in regard to the 


except rule 1913(5) 




approval of formula of manufacture. 



['aPt 11-trffOT a (ii )] 

rt7h : 'Ersrfr is, i97s/rtr i s e 9 477 

l 

2 

3 

4 

89. 

Note to rule 191 B 

Superintendent 

Powers of Collector in para 4 of Govt, of India, 
Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue) 
Notification No. 53/59 dated 9-5-59 as amended. 

90. 

191 B(5) 

Deputy Collector 

Assistant Collector 

Superintendent 

Where the duty involved in each case does not 
exceed : 

Rs. 10,000/- 
Rs. 1,000/- 
Rs. 250/- 

91. 

192 

of and above the rank of Superintendent 

All powers except in regard to fixing of the cost 
of supervisory staff. 

92. 

193 

Assistant Collector 

— 

93. 

197 

Inspector 

Shall be in uniform or in possession of an identity 
card issued by an officer not inferior in rank 
to an Asst. Collector of Central Excise. 

94. 

199 

Inspector 

Do. 

95. 

200 

Inspector 

Do. 

96. 

206(3) 

Officers competent to adjudicate the offence under 
the Central Excise and Salt Act 1944 and the 
Central Excise Rules, 1944. 


97. 

210 A 

Assistant Collector 

Superintendent 

Where the value of the goods does not exceed 

Rs. 5,000/-. 

The amount of composition fee that can be 
accepted does not exceed Rs. 750/-. 

Where the value of the goods does not exceed 
Rs. 1,000/- the amount of composition fee 
that can be accepted does not exceed Rs. 250/-. 

98. 

212 

Superintendent 

Destruction of confiscated tobacco not exceeding 
9.3 Quintals, in each case which due to its 
deteriorated condition fails to attract bidders 
to purchase it either on payment of duty or for 
rewarehousing. 

99. 

212 A 

Assistant Collector 

Superintendent 

Powers to be exercised only in respect of the 
goods adjudged to be confiscated by Assistant 
collector. 

Powers to be exercised only in respect of goods 
adjudged to be confiscated by Superintendent. 

100. 

223 A 

Assistant Collector 

— 

101. 

224(1) 

Superintendent 

— 

102. 

230 

Assistant Collector 

— 

103. 

Refund of duty etc. 


Nature of refund Monetary 

limits. 


if any 

Superintendent (1) Reund of licence fee on rejected Nil 

applications. 

(2) Refund on unused or damaged Nil 
Central Excise labels and un- 
used Central Excise Revenue 
Stamps. 

(3) Refund of excess licence fee Nil 
paid. 

N.B. In so far as the delegation of powers made to the Superintendent, Special Export Claims, Cochin is concerned, he should exer- 
cise only powers relating to cases covering export of goods through Cochin Port. 


[Notification No. 5/77] 
C, K. GOPALAKRISHNAN, Collector 
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8 1977 

- P T TPT'y , l"T 

S5T oSTT o 42 0 — ifriftn ts'<M fffrpT, 1 9 4 4 % ft*;4 5 fflTT 

snm wrfTRiff tt hrPt ^ $ wwrft sft rf<> 5/77 

mffar 30 - 5-1977 Jr fTOftrftcT mtilRff *Ft?rr jf, wfq; ;— 

gw Rfa^ffirr Jr rrrwr Jr rto 5 % rrnrJr'(T) 12 
(tcw)’ TTrffTiw wftt *Ar (w) rwr (4) rf <ft 

**ror: (v) sAt («r) % Jr 5^: *ift*r ftan wptt 1 

[RftRj^rr rio 7/77) 

%o <7^o WlT*rHI<TH, TffXJT 

Cochin, the, 8th September, 1977 
CENTRAL EXCISE 

S O 420 .— In exercise of the powers conferred on me under 
rule 5 of the Central Excise Rules, 1944, 1 hereby make the follow- 
ing amendment in this collectorate’s, Notification No. 5/77 dated 
30-5-1977 namely : 

In the table appended to the side Notification, the entries made 
under serial number 5(a) against rule 12 (Proviso) shall be dele- 
ted and serials at ‘(b)’ and ‘(c)’ shall be re-numbered as (a) and 
(b) respectively, 

[Notification No. 7/77] 
T. S. SWAMINATHAN, Collector. 

jbjfttr 3Wt* Jjwr tpfrr *ft*n aw rmr?«Wn •fftsm 

( T Ir 7TT'Tl f; 7 <.) 1977 

tto sn° 42i.— ^Rfhr^rre ftmuttfr, 1944 5 

arm trarr vrftTitfr wrr sraVr 50, Aw* sm T.rr ttmptUnr * 

^wrrnprf, %^ifnr : 3 NPt fir*rftr ^ trucu A 

^97fVir ^TP[J[6V ftpTRTwV, 1944 PPHT 191-t( *At 1 9 1-4T 

$ nifta rprT^rf 4?r "PPTWrfw % ttoFt srfai^ ^wr j i 

(2) xrr tA wftrfspn 3/1965 forto 

2-6-65 iA xrft; xm fam utrm 1 

1 wfa^RT rr» 8/1977/rtto rro IV ( 1 e) i4-rrT° x°/Totfo/ 76 / 

83934 - 4042 ] 
uo fco rftfw, 

Office of the Collector of Central Excise and Customs, 
West Bengal, Calcutta 
Calcutta, the 7th November, 1977 
CENTRAL EXCISE 

S.O. 421. — In exercise of the powers conferred on me 
under Rule 5 of the Central Excise Rales. 1944, I hereby 
empower the Deputy Collectors of Central Excise in this 
Collectorate to exercise the powers of the Collector under 
Rules 191-A and 191-B of Central Excise Rules, 1944, in 
regard to approval of manufacturing formula. 

2. This Collectorate earlier notification No. 3/1965 dated 
2-6-1965 is hereby rescinded. 

[Notification No. 8/1977/C. No. IV(16)14-CE/ 
WB/76/83934-4042] 
A. K. BHOWMIK, Collector 


iffaT timjrifaa wpmxix 

RfmTTim, i 6 famm 1977 

WToSTTo 422- — RtflTtJp^ TTfaftiFT, 1962, (l962 fIT 52) 
4 rt am 9 % RP 5 qf'str rtttt rrwrr, fan wsvm (tuft tAr 
tfrtn fa^m), jft fawfr irt s<tA xA rr£ 79 -Rfrrr- 

ipv, 'ET^T TfaTT 473 / 2 / 7 5^fRTTRT? ! E VII fiFtfa 18-7-75 8TTT 
ij# srm mfJpit 4 h sfafa- nfa A sftfrxFR, 'tPTtjfrf 
-Ti a i ‘a e^ U 4 %-$ffa TetlX 7 [F 4 t. v ?, h i 'S i e 1 ( 191 X 1 TT iflRT. 4 K 4 

ifil 8^ *k T 1 !*! ^1^ TT 4 i' J s Hi I ^ (RTT4 iJXTT ^11 1 J T 6 

temH ) 4RXT j t 

[ito 5 / 7 7 -tfr a sjo fho tro VIIl 40 -i 8 /tfro l^o / 7 g] 

>c o iftfAxFFr. HRi^ert 

Customs & Central Excise Collectorate, Abmedahad 
Ahmedabad, the 16 th December, 1977 
CUSTOMS 

S.O. 422 .— In exercise of the powers conferred on me 
under section 9 of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962 ), 

read with the Notification No. 79 -Cus., F. No. 473 / 2 / 75 - 
Cus. VII dated 18 - 7-1975 issued by the Government of 
India, Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue and 
Insurance), New Delhi, I, K. Srinivasnn, Collector of Cus- 
toms and Central Excise, Ahmedabad hereby declare the 
Union territory of Daman in the Union Territory of Goa, 
Daman and Diu to be a warehousing station. 

[No. 5 / 77 -Cus., F. No. VllI/ 40 - 18 /Cus/ 76 J 
K. SRINIVASAN, Collector 

ffifopw rinwxr 

Tf ftRXft, 19 sPITft, 1978 

( T'-flud) fir 'Tit 11 ! ) 

WoJiTo 423, — fiTmT, 196 5^ PETR 5 
%«T«r WfsrftiPT, 1965 ( 1965 4tr 42) nA tTTTT 

4 lflt 3 T T-mT (3) ^ WS (it) % M^IRT Jf flftlfflTTT VTtf) ^ 
sft Trtnfrx f*r? stfpx tt tti ft; titjt ttri ttct tnx rmr 
JTTT Fftrft'FT "ft (JltT 4 ^T TPTTrT ( 1 ) % snfPT FTTft?r 
^<1 pprt ifti % 6 xfa % tPT A ft 11 fu 5 ft, a r mri tAr 4 ^ 
ftftftw 4TRTT ^ ft; 8ft ftr^ SlRiX, XKWfhfiT6T % 

tmrfV yrrm A K'ptvr ^ xrftar % rf )6 nxftr % frru 
47 1 T 4 mp ^ ftpr ITT ^ TRa RffT 4 i TtTPT wA Ttft 3 ft 
^1, 1? At ^ TT4f4 TFT Jf *74 U i TTg ft,W J / il l 

[iHoTfo 32 / 31 / 7 4 - c FT J fe (*ft)] 
t/Ro apRTT, 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

New Delhi, the 19th January, 1978 

(Cardamom Control) 

S.O. 423.— In pursuance of clause (c) of sub-section (3) 
of section 4 of the Cardamom Act, 1965 (42 of 1965) read 
with rule 5 of the Cardamom Rules, 1965, the Central 
Government hereby notifies that Shri Jugjit Singh Anand, 
Member, Council of States has been elected by the Council 
of States to be a member of the Cardamom Board, esta- 
blished under sub-section (1) of the said section 4 and 
specifies that Shri Jagjit Singh Anand shall hold Office as 
a member of the said Board with effect from the date of 
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publication of this notification in the Official Gazette for a 
period of three years or until he cases to be a member of 
the Council of States, which ever is earlier. 

[File No, 32/31 /74-Planl(B)] 
S. MAHADEVA, Dy. Director 

rr toti t[rr [n*isi4i| TORTR-feRfe to torIrr, 

itroi 

TOP6TO, 1 5 tofjrt, 1 97 7 

Too 3Tt° 424. — -rtarir feRTRt r i at or ii -a , 205 -TOikt r^ttr 
TTT, RiTTRT, TOTTOTI-3 4 TO 8 ^TTfl'felTOMMlR'l TO STRUT Ri7% k 
f/TR 40 944 1 RRT[ ^ tJilT M % fei/ TpF Mm 1 H RTTl^fe TITOT- 
'fr/tR/l 7 7 e 4 0 9/tfr/tnFT FfR/ 5 s/TO, fkffe 3-2-76 RRH feRT 

nm to i m/i 4 7ts 'a \ k/ TO tori vf-i'p rfe tott fWm 

faRTOT Rferff TO TOTfefa Rfe kfefe TR TTTRTT RT WTTOr feRT 

fir. Rnh arrkfa toTOr it ?rfe % kk feTO TO TOrt-st?t 

RtfaTOTl kRTH RsffeT TOfe fen TO ft TRT 1 1 

feffe; % rrTOt R, mTO r tojirrTOr Rferfir % rrct feferro 
w ife gn; tr rTOj 4 n.^ vtrr-rr RTftrw feRT t, fe RTfefR 
faTfR TO RRRIR t R^ TORT RRT I i tffe R TO ^rTO 7^, RTfer, 
g T RTRI OR WIT RRk J1TJ TOT TO WtT k feTO TOR 
Riff TO feTO TO RiffeR/feTR aft JRjTO ft k ftfe, RT TOT TO 
wk ft trTO TOrt rTO tut % i wrTOv k *p TOTTOr.ferakTfer 

ifTO?fe qtjfefR RfeTOk Rkr kTOn; tiiw feRT % % 

faq riTOtt TO | kk r? rto, fen | fa Rfe tor totTOr tor k 
fm rrt fet r? TOr totTOr RTfewiTO TO to tt *rt i k 
j fe TOTRTR TOtkfe TOSRT TO/qR/l77 8 409/TO/TfeRtfeR/58/feRfe 
3-2-76 TO tjr TOrt wr; rr -qsr fefeRR fetfeer nfert nft nt t 
tfrr ttiw >ft Tfen ^[fTP tfe tjtrt feffew fefear nfit ^t PRfef'f 
Ttfeoikt ^t RTtT TTRtn (ntm WtFT Tfe rpr fefeR fetWR 
afert tffef) ttstrjm -^fejn Rrrm ^ i 

[Tfert tto^o/00265/l4/tTotTJTo-75/3/4l9] 

(Office of the Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports, 
Calcutta) 

ORDER 

Calcutta, the 15th October, 1977 

S.O. 424. — M/s. Neogy Laboratories 205, Netaji Subhas 
Road, Behala, Calcutta 34 were granted import licence 
No. P/S/1778409/C/XX/58/C dated 3-2-1976 for import of 
8 -Hydroxyquionline for a total amount of Rs. 409,441/- the 
firm have applied for duplicate customs and exchange Con- 
trol copies of the above licence on the ground that the 
original licence has been lost/misplaced by them before uti- 
lisation and without having been registered with any cus- 
toms authorities. 

In support of the above, the firm have produced an affida- 
vit duly sworn in before a metropolitan Magistrate to the 
effect that the licence has not been utilised at all and the 
same has not been cancelled, pledged, transferred or hand- 
ed over by them or on their behalf lo any other party for 
any purpose/consideration whatsoever. The applicant have 
made a request to cancel! the original licence in lieu of 
which duplicate copy has been applied for by them and 
undertake to return the original licence to the licensing 
authority if traced out later on. I am satisfied that the 
original Customs and Exchange Control copies of licence 
No. P/S/17788409/C/XX/58 dated 3-2-1976 have been lost 
and that duplicate customs copy and exchange control copy 
be issued to the applicant actual user. The original licence 
(both customs and Exchange copies) is hereby cancelled. 

[No. AU/00265/ 1 4/ AM-7 5 /III /419] 


(<ft$r wk fRTti *<i») 

an in 

14 TRTRT, 1977 

*tTo an° 425 .— PfefR, kfe vriTTT, kr IRTFR (klR Tit), 
kT XRA TRTTHT TTH, k fek- 1 T?t kfe Rtf 4?T tffetT % 
Riprc nraffa kri ^r tut ttitr tft arerm ^ ftR mr^r 

tRR?Tf : — 87 8 63/ 100 fho/R % stRlR 11,74,100 

W7 (RTT? nmr ^k"T7 fUR trip Rtr) % ^TTTO RkT «TT?T 
IJR % feo; nRSn tfeTT afr/ef/afr/8215 689/Rl'/i7W t^rtt/ 26 /qTT/ 
tfl/25-26/66/4 feffe 16-1-68 RTR feRT TOT «1T I sffe TTT 
FfTO'k j/t tjsr 5tf=r rrtrr yr k ati 4 sr-jfrif't 

fair ttmfi feRT ^ t 

WTR RT % RTTO if tTO sftt R TO frkRR'T % 

TTWJ5 W1 TpP TOR 451 RTfiSRT feRT & fe TTR THTWR 7^, 
RTRlp, ^rafektr Rff feRT TOT $ RT TOR RlSf th R$T fen TOT 
| i kra ki r rr ntTRu kr rtR r;i Prtor feRT t_ nk. 

TRTR RT. TOtfefe Ttfe % fet[ feRT ^ RTOT feRT ^ 

fe RfT it Rfe RI?RR RT-T k RRt Rt t/T Ttrfl T 7 R Rfe 

RrfTOTit kt Rtfkr to: fen rttr.rt i 

ff kr Rtn ^ tojej ^fe R’lkfn n° klojk afr /32 1 seas/ 

Rf/TOR T(TO/26/l7R/Tft/25-26/66/4 feafe 1 6- 1- 6 8 kf TJH klRT 
rpRT fWTTftRfRk)Rf/TORTRTR^ife|kk WferkrT ^ fe IlfeRT 
kr sr^fePf nnsfrrr (itirt tot, fR^.nfr Rfe) snri kr ttr i rto- 
snr qrr ^ fronkt Rfe «p) Rtfel | i 

[rro no nr/ktn/ 25 - 26 / 66 / 4 ] 

TOT> RTTI, trorew, 

WW Tt^T! TpPT feTOWT 


(Iron & Steel Division) 

ORDER 

Calcutta, the 14th November, 1977 

S.O. 425 , — Director, Railway Stores, Ministry of Rail- 
ways, (Railway Board), Rail Bhavan, Raisina Road, New 
Delhi-1 has granted a licence No. G/TG/8215689/C/XX/ 
26/S/C/25-26/66/4 dated 16-1-1968 for a total c.i.f. value. of 
Rs. 11,74,100/- (Rupees eleven lakhs seventy four thousand 
and one hundred only) for Prime Steel Axles — 878-63/100 
M/Tonnes for maintenance requirement of Indian Railways 
as per Railway Board’s contract. Railway Board have 
applied for duplicate copy of licence as the original licence 
has been misplaced. 

In support of their request Railway Board have filed an 
affidavit sworn in before the Sub Divisional Magistrate, New 
Delhi that the said licence has not been cancelled, pledged 
transferred Or handed over to any other party. Railway 
Board have also requested to cancel the original licence in 
lieu of which the duplicate copy has been applied for by 
them and undertakes to return ihe original licence to the 
issuing authority if traced out later, 

1 am satisfied that the original Customs Copy of the licence 
No. G/TG/8215689/C/XX/26/S /C/25-26/66/4 dated 
16-1-68 has been lost or misplaced and direct that a duplicate 
licence (Customs Purchase Copy) be issued to the applicant. 
The original Customs Purposes Copy of the licence is hereby 
cancelled. 

[FUe No, JC/Steel/25-26/6 6/4] 
R. BARA, Dy. Chief Controller 
for Jt. Chief Controller 
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qf fcwtt, 29 ftW, 1977 

<Hfo3TT“ 4 26. — •IT’sfl TJ'TT |tt, fsTfa^X, 20/.l, q*JTT 

fix, TtfTqrqrq %r 'srrfo¥|-o^o qm % qqrq tj%) % qrjqn: 
frqqqVqt trsf qrTT fa’TCPT' ’fpR £ f%f%qfw % ftTTT 1175% qR 
sftr %E^Vr srwrr % fa% 7 , 42,060 ^ ijw «pt stmer Hrs#q 
fr/*r/220824i/srrco*rr^o^o/fl.i/>T^/7fl j f%qiqr 24 - 6-77 qqrq 
fror qqr qr 1 

2 . q-glr% ttt qr^ffq qfr q'jfafq Trin-ijeTr qqnrq qf% t’rrf) 
<n:% % f%% qr xrrwr qq qrfoq f%qr t f% qq% jjr ?frqr- 
itj?^ 5t%OT qfa iff t$ | 1 rrr^q-jrft % srrt q^ '*fr qqrqr | 

f% TTXqq % ^qTT 'jof 5J^q- 7,4 2,000 TTq qqqTT t rflT 
'4Tq% i T f%%[ "01 TiTT-Tb 1' TTrfy 7,1 *J % TFT 7 41 if T 7^T 1*1:0 T 
TOT ?, wtT qjy ’J'TT qqtJ'fT | I 

. 1 . ST7% % TFT«fT % TUTOT % ^«p WT-TT qtfTR fw 
$ 1 irtfn^TrerTT tny^ | fo? WTom 0 wr q° fr/xt 2208241 
wro T(i rrq 6 3/170 7 6, fVTRT 2 4-6-77 Ou %mT-7[W OTtOO qfq 
gf q$ | rfh: fq^vr ^qr | for ooo qrf%q or qtjfrfq qriTMp?Tr 
qq'Rq qf% ttooot of! orfr ofl oror orffT > tot oflTT-^oor 
tnftqq ofo x% orr ortI t i 

4. OIWT orr W^ffrf% tfRI-TpR qqRq 0% vm % Olfr 

off ot ofr $ i . 

[%o TTKo ¥50^ %r 1 1 ( 4 ) / 7 6-7 7 /tTTT o[ 1T° g/ 7 S 7] 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports tml Exports, 
New Delhi 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 29th December, 1977 

S.O. 42#.— M/s. Cutler Hammer India Ltd. 20/4, 
Mathura Road, Faridabad., were granted import licence 
No. P/D/2208241 /R/1N|63|H|76 dated 24-6-1977 for 
Rs. 7,42,000 for the import of Raw Materials and Compo- 
nents for the manufacture of Switchgear and Motor Con- 
trol gear from LD.A. countries as per list attached there- 
with. 

2. They have requested for the issue of duplicate Customs 
Purposes copy of the above said licence on the ground that 
the original Customs Purposes copy has been lost by them. 
It has been further reported by the licencee that the licence 
had an mi-utilised balance of Rs. 7,42,000/- full value of 
the licence, and that the licence has not been registered with 
any Customs Authorities and utilised at all. 

. 3. In support of their contention, the applicant have filed 
an affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the original 
Customs Purposes copy of Import Licence No, P/D/ 
2208241/R/IN/63/H/76 dated 24-6-77 hn s been lost and 
directs that a duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the said 
licence should be issued to the applicant. The original Cus- 
toms Purposes copy is cancelled. 

4. The Duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the licence is 
being issued separately. 

{No. Swg. ll(4)/76-77/RM6/787] 


straw 

hf Ruftfr, 28 (JTTTfr, 1978 

4tTo?tTo 427. — T^sfr. sItitt 225-^0 rrrrnf 

TTTpfrdr tftT fpr, TRJfRT-700020 1 Tft-otfronwo qf%qf (i) 


36 trq StTf ¥%X 2 5 IF %q qr$ qf (2).30 ^qqq X 

5 Trqrrq ( 3 ) 34 q;q uq Strf%rx 2 S irq qq ^ Xt 2 . fRTO 
64 (tnppRT fmsrr) tt httr iptr % wttttt ttr % f%rtr 

75.000. 00 TTT JJeT TTT qilflrf TTT^TTT TTc %r/^r/242275f) 
%{ UTT" Fifjr 60 /irq/ 43—44 fTTTT- 24-9-76 SRFT fwt TTT TI 1 

2 . ^'f% tnTTT ifr SFjfTrfa tfRT-WfTT TpfRT srfft 

^ rar7 WI4TT fqrqT ^ ft; JJ"TT tfrTT-'tn'Tr STTRT 

sri% ffTt m wimT-7pp qrfErTtitr % trt tstI^t Ttrirr f%TT iff 
<af Tf TT qTTTTW ijf | I Tn^TTarfr % wni Tg qr ^TTT 

fr I fq f0 %r UTTHT % 7TR ftvrr tfr r»t TTT $ I 

3. m ?r# % TT%T %, % tr?p Trrq-Tq ttPjtt 

fTTT I SpfrjRTTCTfT $ ftr wrctTT*>%t! tft/fi/ 2422750 

frTtqt 2 4-9-76 tfr JJTT TITT-7J5T TTRT Stfrf TTf Tf TT W- 
Tfq 5> Tf SR: fh%«i ^TTT ^ f%T qtTTTT HTo 

TT'jfofr tfrqr-T^^ ttrt gf% srrft 'trrfr qrl^'T i jjtt tfrrr- 

Ppft qqfsfT q{?r tf^sm Ttr qrieff | i 

[TRTt wnfl »55!j;-3( l)/r{ot3[To77/qKeTtqo4/l96] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 28th January, 1978 

5.0. 427. — M/s. West Bengal Scooters Ltd. 22J-D 
Archarya Jagdish Bose Road, Calcutta-700020 were granted 
import licence No. P/D/2422759/C/XX/60/H/43-44 dated 
24-9-1976 for import of 1. CDS Tubes (i) 36 MM ID X 25 
MM ID (II) 30 MM ID X 5 MM (111) 34 MM ID X 28 MM 
ID 2. Redux 64 (Proprietory Compound) valued at 
Rs. 75,000 under GCA. 

2. They have requested for the issued of duplicate Customs 
Purposes copy of the above said licence on the ground that 
the original customs purposes copy has been lost or misplaced 
without having been registered with any Customs Authority. 
It has further been reported by the licence that the licence 
has been misplaced without being utilised at all. 

3. In support of their contention, the applicant have filed an 
affidavit. The undersigned is satisfied that the Original Cus- 
toms Purposes copy of import Licence No. P/D/24227J9 
dated 24-9-1976 has been lost or misplaced and hence directs 
that a duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the said licence 
should be issued to the applicant. The original Customs Pur- 
poses copy is hereby cancelled. 

4. The Duplicate Customs Purposes copy of the said licence 
is being issued separtely. 

[Filo No. Auto /W-3 ( 1 ) / AM 77 /RM 1V/196] 

STtitfT 

qf f%etfr, firqbP 2 titittV, 197,3 

WDWTo 4 2 8— wWr 5TO fTTT^tfTTTr fi=r°, T7ITVTT TT) 'RH 
TTH Tt% qqj-ipli % WPT17T ^ f%% 1,00,000 TTT W! f%tr qFTRT 
5nT#TT TO 'fl/xr/2 20 77 5 6/Tfl mpT %TTT 63/^/43-44 ferlTr 
6-4-77 TPfFT fW TTT TT I 

2. TT# % qq 47Tm £ fq T’T Tffr TTTHtpT qqfsFT 

rjt | Tfri qfr qRr xrfr wrif % 

firq STT%qq fTTT ^ I qq rTnjtfq jfrqT-'tP'T qqq, qqrqRT % 
TTTiqr qqy qr Sflq T% 7 4,77 7 f%TT 7 j 

Trqr qqr qr i qfq T% qTTrqTtqi ^ %q tTqTTfri 25,223 

qqtT ffq | I 



[«mr II— tm 3(H)] 


481 


tort to totosT i TOror is , i97S/m*r 29, isoa 


3 . trrfa qfa % qqfaq fa nfaf fa «™ unr ffaq'tm 4«¥- 
yp, 1 977-78 far faffaro 320 # TOT7 trip qm-TO STfiaRT 

frorr ft i qrifr^TOrerfr fagej ft fa Rnyfafa fat tj5 fmT qpqt 
vrfa far rt ft fair ffafarr V n ft fa qrtff to farm sj-q: fatsTfatronfa 

RTVf'T fa ° fl/fr/22077 5 6, ffaqtq? 6-4-77 fat ST^fa'f'T ttfa 

Trrft fa. tor qtfftfa i to HTrorr far q;R fatm « ufariH srffa, 
faft far^r irf far to TOqfrrq far vj tort % ffan fafaT faY ^nrrfar i 

TOrofat fat fa'.^rr q?r TTfafar^r far srffa «rt wm 

fa tor far to Rftr ft i 

[fawn : im-i( l ) / 7 e - 7 7 *trt ^-7/312] 

qiRofro «rg, TRjuq fqqror 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 2nd February, 1978 

8.0. 428. — M/s. Das Reprographics Ltd., Calcutta, were 
granted import licence No. P/D/22077J6/C/XX/63/H/43-44 
dated 6-4-1977 for Rs. 1,00,000 for the import of Raw Mate- 
rial and components, 

2. The firm have now reported that ihe Customs Purposes 
Copy of this licence has been lost and have requested for 
the issue of duplicate Customs Copy of this licence. This 
licence was registered with the Calcutta Customs House and 
was utilised for Rs. 74,777 leaving a balance of Rs. 25,223 
for which duplicate Customs Copy is required. 

3. In support of their contention the firm have filed an affi- 
davit as required in para 320 of the I.T.C. Hand Book for 
1977-78. The undersigned is satisfied that the original Cus- 
toms Copy of the licence has been lost and directs that the 
duplicate copy for Customs Purposes only of licence No, P/ 
D/2207756 dated 6-4-1977 should be issued to the firm. The 
original Customs Copy of this licence, if found will be for- 
warded to this office for cancellation. 

The duplicate copy for Customs Copy of the licence Is being 
Issued separately. 

[File No. Dup-l(l)76-77/RM-7/312] 
R. P. BASU, Dy. Chief Controller 


fatsfri tiaiwf 

(wfinffnv faerm fintm) 

TOtsffT 

faff ftwft, 2 TOTOfr, 19 78 

*r° 3 fT° 4 2 9 .- 6 o(^).-Tfatq (fatrnrqfafafam) 

1951 (1951 >10 65) far tort istop fat ^rutto (1) im 
STYfT ifTffafai TO triffa faffa ftr, fafafa TTRTOR fa, rjTrjf Sfafa 
fait: TOqfVqf ^ffa fatqprq (sfifaTffaF fwttr fironr) fa toto fao 
40 ° Wo 5 S(w)/l 8 TOF/tJ fao fao W/75, TOlfaqr 23 TOTORt, 
19 76 , qqtfafarFtPT TRT TOE TOTO % fan 2 fa ffafips TOfa 
fatrnr far qroq totto ffaro ^m-Tr ffaffaihr, ffaqfat (fafa TOfa 
5trfa mr?r m totot vgt qqr |) to gfasr tt^r qrrfa fa ffacr 
srrffffTt fatrr nr ; 

fafa fafafa tirom q^ totor* mrefaf ft fa toe srffa ffaroq 
far faj^far qqqffaq tor far toi fair TOpfr r«trt qr to wito fa 
fart 2 fa fafifar sqffa ffaroq fat sfas 1 wTw fa w fa roffaroq fatrr 
tor ; 

tpr:, qr, fafafa tortotr ^fahr (ffarorfa rFr ffaffaqror) qffa- 

ffapt, 1951 ( 19-61 TO 65 ) fat TORT 1 ew fat 3 ROTRT ( 1 ) 
ITTT trw srfatfaf try qfafa -r.far gn, ^wi tnrfw-faRq fat faqffa 


fat Ttftrffar TTtfr ^ fafa tjrrfa wot fatt *trw fa fart 2 fa 
ffaffaij qfffF-ffaTTtr far ft^rffafapr ffa^afar tflr mfat fa wfattr 
T5fa jti ^ rot? fa wr-fatt fa far fa tnFtrf tr 4twt stfapf: — • 

(i) fatf fartfor tr'< 4 iK iryT tortr-tnoT tt ^TTfr ffati fifa 

trfal fafafai vr TpriT ttfartt ; 

(ii) fatfa 2 Turt, less m, fanrfa trrfw fat trfanffatr 
I, tmr mr rrirvr fafan ; 

(iii) fafatq trmr, fartr qr fat* fa ffafat w?q far ffaqffa: 

far qfa q? ^itt qitrn fat, q^fafat qfaarffatr 

qrr rmfr ^ 1 

2. afau far# fa ffafqrH-ffatir ?faq ; trqft[ 

waist 

1 . ¥T° trqo tfTo fat» qT^, fawtr (mRT), <R|W 

vit, ttfaqr firffaSr, 1 ifaf faffar, ffaq^m qT\rq fftro, 

qrrrjYqT qpfar wq, qfar fefar 1 

wmt 

2. fat 'fto ^tr^rarq, tr° w? q®, qqq fqqtqqt (qqwffa, 
Epppcfafr-faiq qftr qrrr fqittrrwr) qTqfaw ffr fair ‘OtTrifawt 

fasTtrq, qfar ffaefar 1 

3. fat ^to frmfr, qjr wftFP, to Tt farfatfTO ^mfaPmfw 
ffaqq, TOCtTT 1 

4. fat too fai qqq •rqfa'TO'q TOtfa, qfafa topit 

ffatw qnqfat Mfartr, qfat (faffat 1 

5. qrqffaF fate qfpFtfcrr fastrtqq tt qpnfw fim tot?- 

falT, qfat ffaefat 1 

6 . fat fatq wrm -^q, 83 fafrofaq, qfat firot 1 

7. far ffaqqTOT fq?, fa/ 10 tr-fe WNt faWNT, qfat ffawft 1 

8 . fat fato nrro qTfarwfat, stt*? tiwrtw, 2 fat, qfafam 
faq, wft>jt: rtr, qfat ffaRft 1 

9. fat snatsrrq fatro, rrffaqqqT, tobi qfjrqqr qftcq^, ffaqfat 
4/7 qqqqq, firoft 1 

io- fat tm» fato TTwiaw, fa-99, fasr ifriTir-t, qfat ffawft 1 
[tf 0 qr° 4/12/72-fato tfto] 

fr» fato qiTO, qfqq 

wfaiq 

qfa firoft, 4 'qtqfr, 197R 


qrtoWto 43 0 - — ^qftq tRqtR, wurrqq; qrf stffaflm, 195 5 
( 1955 qq to) far trRr 3 sra tqfqqfaf qn qfafq TOfa jt, 
tort fqTOW qrftr, 1955 fa fak fafattrq qrtfa % fspT ffrq- 
fqfkq trifaq trofr wqfaf : — 

1 .' ( 1 ) vr qrfaq qrr qrq tort fqfawq qrfaw, 1 0 7 s | 1 
( 2) q? fa tmwq fr ffrffw ft qtfn mitqTj 

2 - TORT fqfaTO qrYq, 195 5 fa, fas 2 'fa (q) 

qfr qq ( 2 ) f fqrr rr, fqrqffaffaq vfr wqfat, wqfa[: — 
"(2) fatfar gfa fatt qrfrfYq tort, fatR vrtTtfrq qqr 
fqftfar fatfaf qtRRr rfrIrr ft, (Vg toir f qqqfa 
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Ft Mror Jrfr.qnff F FItpt FF qu pr aft 77- 

5TFtVRT 47TT7 F 71 4777 7F 7t- 471T7 % f7*TO 

% tnft R«rfw qfrTftrq 7$r $ i” 

['pro 7° 7 / 19/7 7*fV o^Voi^ifj 

ministry of industry 

(Department of Industrial Development) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 4th February, 1978 

S-O. 430. — -In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
3 of the Essential Comodities Act, 195? (10 of 1955), the 
Central Government hereby makes the following Order further 
to amend the Cotton Control Order, 1955, namely : — 

1. (1) This Order may be called the Cotton Control Order, 
1978. 

(2) It shall come into force on the date of its publication in 
the Official Gazette. 

2. In the Cotton Control Order, 1955, for item (2) of sub- 
clause (c) of clause 2, the following item shall be substituted 
namely : — 

"(2) ginned and pressed cotton, and includes both Indian 
and Foreign cotton, but excludes all the wastes 
comprising either 100 per cent cotton or a mixture 
of cotton and non-cotton fibres thrown out during 
various processes in the spinning of cotton.” 

[File No. 7/19/77-CTM] 


RTFr 

470 * 7 ° 431.— ttott, ttiTOT tfj RftrfTqq, 1955 
( 1955 47 10) gft KTPCT 3 STtT SPTET DTfiRltff 47 JTfhr 4T77 

jftr, qrwr %7 Pnrfw 7«rr quftTlr am otw) 

RtFuT, 1963 7 ffitflSTT qn;7 F fipr f7r7f7ftJ7 
Tit*! 4TOft |, — 

1. (i) wit tot to (77rf, qnjtrf, Set fqqFr xfri: ijiro 

qjftTT ira PrFjrw) (jttt *twTeitt) whir, 1977 | 1 

( 2 ) 7^ Tnrrq 7 747177 4ft Trflw Ft Tjrr tjFr 1 

2 . to (qffit, «P?rf, 77 Fr*rf®r 7F; qtro nufhff snr 

fTFro xnFur, 1903 7 bft 741 F (1) F 

rwr qx ftrrqftrftjq 77-qriT tot tuitt, srqfq;: — 

” ( ] ) lynr 4 4 > two s ( 1 ) F saa-tlf 47 tuft fFn frot 
47 $ t^Tf ffiifrq, jprrf TOfiT, 77 fqqtq tret tttv qr wfsrar- 
fqtt Ft ih qqqr i" 

[47° 7° ll/fi/76 rflofroURo] 
Tt°7t° 1 n *t , XT7T 7(7 a 


ORDER 

S.O. 431. — Tn exercise of the powers conferred by section 
3 of the Essential Commodities Act, 1955 (10 of 1955), the 
Central Government hereby makes the following Order further 
to amend the Textiles (Production by Knitting Embroidery, 
Lace Making and Printing Machines) Control Order, 1963, 
namely : — 

1. (1) This Order may be cal'ed the Textiles (Production 
by Knitting, Embroidery, Lace Making and Printing Machines) 
Control (Amendment) Order, 1978, 


(2) It shall come into force on the date of its publication 
in the Official Gazette. 

2. In the Textiles (Production by Knitting, Embroidery, 
Lace Making and Printing Machines) Control Order, 1963, 
for sub-clause (i) of clause 7A, the following sub-clause shall 
be substituted, namely : — 

"(i) has acquired of installed any embroidery machine, 
knitting machine or lace making machine without 
complying with tho provisions of sub-clause (1) of 
clause 4, or”. 

[F. No, 11/6/76-CTM1 
G. V. SUBRAMANYAM, Under Secy. 


SftfswR «f?iwr 

7$ ftwft, 28 Wit, 1975 

4ti°8ft° 432 . — 77: FjtfTqq *ftr erfF* TTCtqrmFT (sjfq % 
TRtfhT £ xrftmr 47 xrfar) xrftrfaw, 1962 (1962 77 50 ) 
4?) tCTTT 3 4ft 3W*T ( 1 ) % xnft7 7TTO 7T47T F Fjtfaprq 
75777 qf) trfspjTTT 47 WTo 7° 3916 7nfTO 7-10-76 STO F7ft7 

77477 % 77 stfmjnqr if 7737 trnj'Tt 7 fqfTfW njftnrf 4! 
747)7 F xtIetot: Ft wr wrt Ft DraFr % sitIfjr F hyp 
wfiPT 45rir 47 xTFTt tmrq Ttftra >r fw «n 1 

uFt 77: it 3 tu srrftm/r % t 5 -t xTfsrFm 4 fr mn 4(1 tt- 
ETTO ( l) ^ qtftq UTOK Tt fFfrf g tfr 5 I 

wh: RPT, qq: %qf)q ITTOTT i T45 FlF TT fTOR 4T7^ ip 
ttopt ^q xrfaRjqqT if qqiq u-p)'fr q WqtVz •qppgf it ot-iFt 
4tr xrrErqm: »rf%q tt fqfqqqq fam | 1 

rt, xtt; 74T qmrqqq 4ft oirr 6 Ft gqtiRT ( i ) 
qqtr qfqq 4tr adta «ft 5 §cr Fqftq qrqrri. uqqip.r ntfqq grid) 
$ fF 57 qi^q-TT 7 q-qiq qqijTr 7 fqfMr^ 747 ufwqr 7 
TTqta 4tr qftmt 7r5T HifT UotT F qqrxq F frrq unqim 
xtfirq fqrqr wrr | 1 

rVt, wr 77 um Ft TTarTt (4.) titt rta qfFrqt «tt 
qqffi •rFr Fqftq ttttt fq<w etfr ^ fir 747 ■g-ftm 7 qq- 
qtq 47 xrFrqnr FYrq qrqrrr 7 fq%r fftA % qinq 77 qnr 
sn^fFur trrqr»r 7 7 <t 774 ft 7 747 77 7 , 57 7 t 7 «iT F 
74777 Ft ?7 7 F?W Ft fq %7 gtTT I 




5777 ^7 F- 1 1 4 

7 Froqtouqo 7 TfT 

47 7^7 

fTwt 71^71 

Tqq'tq qqf F 

: qttf'fqqx 


7fT 

7?3T7 7o 

tFfqr 

0 o^TTTo 

fo 

7^77 

74T77 

9 0 6 / 4 

0 

08 

10 


906/3 

0 

09 

69 


904 

0 

1 5 

70 


903 / 1 

0 

07 

96 


902. 

0 

0 3 

64 


90 1 / 1 

0 

06 

40 


90l/2 

0 

03 

3 8 


900/ 1 

0 

05 

02 


989/3 

0 

09 

96 



^qrxtr to xmw :.xix«fift is, 1978/qtq 29 r 1899 
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7fT't4 — TUt) 9 8 9/ 1 

1 090 
10 88 
1087 
1089 
10 3 3 
1082 
1 1 01) 
1105 
1 1 04 
1 107 


3 

. - .4 

5 

0 

01 

00 

0 

1 1 

2 D 

0 

1 2 

fi 1 

0 

0 6 

0 2 

0 

no 

30 

0 

0 7 

4 1 

0 

19 

9 7 

0 

0 1 

4 0 

0 

1 4 

80 

0 

06 

9 4 

0 

1 1 

7 0 


[ito 1 2 0 1 8/ 9/ 7 G-jflFMIR] 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM 

New Delhi, ihe 28th January > 1978 

S.O. 432. — Whereas by a notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum, S.O, No. 3916 dated 
7-10-76 under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum 
and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of right of user in land) 
Act, 1962 (30 of 1962) the Central Government declares its 
intention to acquire the right user in the lands specified in 
the schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of 
laying pipeline ; 


. ftwfy, so mm), i»78 . . 

VToRTo 43 3. — 45: ^rt^Ttnr wk UfiNf TTPEHISH (tjfq % 
qqqlq % qfmprx vr wtfcr) nfsrfqqq, i982 (isez xrr so) 
xft trm 3 w\ mnrrxr ( t ) % qtf)q qrxx qx'FTX. % %>krqq 
qsmrq xft qftr^qqr tt<> trto qo 768 mffu i s-2-7 7 5TXT^xq)q 
qxqtrx 5 uq q tkrm qqgxft Jr fqfqfe tjfqqf %■ 

tTfENtix tit xiTx snuff tit fanner % qqkm ^ km; 
qfmr tnTf up wn qrqq qrfmr tn km *rr 1 

mix qq: qtstn jnfmrrx’) % mm trfqfaqq tff mxrxx mr-mx! 
( 1 ) % qqm qxxxx tfr fxxtt ^ xf | 1 

qVx trnf, qm %qffq qxxnx 5 mm fXqti qx fmnx xrvl 
% vr tTfir^mn q mmr * 6 ^ 3 / 9 ) if fqfqfam sjfqqf if 
mrqfq xx wfqttrx qfmr tx 4 m kkumr fVqr | 1 

qq, qq; mm xrMqqn tff mxr 6 til mr-tnxT ( 1 ) stxt 
qmr Ttf^r trr qqfq mm qxxnx qqqTTXT qtfmr xrmt 

t fxr ^q qfa^qqr fr qmm tFnjmf E fqftfe mm qffiq'f if 
qqq'fq xx qfsrxxx xrur mm ftrokr % sqYm % fnq mrrira 
qFm fqvmr mm | 1 


And whereas the competent Authority has under sub- 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to 
the Government; 

And further whereas the Central Government has after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 

Now therefore in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the said 
lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines ; 

And further in exercise of powers conferred by sub-section 
(4) of that section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in the 
Central Government vest on this date of the publication of 
this declaration in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free 
from encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

Acquisition of right of user from D.S. No. K-l 1 4 to GGS-VTI 
State : Gujarat District : Taluka : Gandhinagar 


Village 

Survey No. 

Hec- 

tare 

Area 

Are Ccnti- 

arc 

Uvnrsftd 

. 906/4 

0 

08 

10 


906/3 

0 

09 

69 


904 

0 

IS 

70 


903/1 

0 

07 

96 


902 

0 

03 

64 


901/1 

0 

06 

40 


901/2 

0 

03 

38 


900/1 

0 

05 

02 


989/3 

0 

09 

96 


989/1 

0 

01 

00 


1090 

0 

11 

25 


1088 

0 

12 

61 


1087 

0 

06 

02 


1089 

0 

00 

30 


1083 

0 

07 

41 


1082 

0 

19 

97 


uoo 

0 

01 

40 


' 1 105 

0 

14 

86 


1104 

0 

06 

94 


1107 

0 

11 

70 


[No. 1 2ol 6/9/76-Prod, j 


q)x, xrrq mq qro x?) xq-trrxr ( 4 ) 5txt sent qfmql xx 
qq)q xrxtr gq; mtfiq qxxxx fqkr qtft t fxt tjqq mfqqf q qx- 
q‘)q xx qfbxxx %qf)q mxxxx ir fqf^r sfkr % xmq tftx 
stoPpe (hr mqtq q m«ft rnwr & qxx qq q, w tfWT ^ 
qxrmq xf) m xrxra xx fxffq tjmr 1 


3TI^4f) 


«pq qo 1790 4 ) 

O 0 IJTf 0 

Tm : 

%’S *f) 0 

-• 

qfq 



t qsrem 

Sxxx trtm^.fkTqX 

qmflqr 

P* r 1 1 

^rr^r 

faw IT*T 

137 

0 

15 0 0 

q?q^m 

kPTT 

107 

0 

15 50 


irsmrqr 

108 

0 

13 20 


ttrxjmr 

qfqtqf 

104/1 

0 

06 00 


[q = 1 2 0 1 6/ 5 / 7 e-qbmiq] 


New Delhi, the 30th January, 1978 

S.O, 433. — Whereas by a notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum, S.O. No. 768 dated 13-2-77 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Mine- 
rals Pipelines (Acquisition of right of user in land) Act, 1962 
(30 of 1962) the Central Government declared its intention 
to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the 
schedule appended to that notification for the purpose of laying 
pipeline ; 

And whereas the competent Authority has under sub- 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to 
the Government; 

And further whereas the Central Government has after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 
user , in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 
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Now therefore in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the said 
lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines ; 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
W of that section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in (he said lands shall instead of vesting in the 
Central Government vest on this date of the publication of 
this declaration in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free 
from encumbrances. 


schedule 


Acquisition of right of user for D.S. SPH (A) To NKV. State: 
Gqjarat 


Villages 

Survey No. 

Hect- 

are 

Area 

Are Ccnti- 

are 

Bhatariya 

District Ahmedabad 

137 

0 

15 

00 

Taluka : Viramgam 

Mehmadpura 
District: Mehsana 

107 

0 

15 

50 

Taluka Mehsana 

108 

0 

13 

20 


104/1 

0 

06 

00 


[No. 12016/5/76. Prod.] 


tout : toto fawt : irpptrr nmr : 


ntx 

xftxn 


In r i 


stereo 


if O 

$x#R 

tTxnrl 


341 

0 

i i 

50 


0 

0 0 

5 0 

342 

0 

38 

55 

XTT*?XT 

0 

Ot 

3 5 

454 

0 

31 

50 





655 

0 

18 

60 

656 

0 

1 5 

37 

657/t 

0 

02 

32 

658/4 

0 

00 

50 

665/7 

0 

08 

32 

66 5/3 

0 

09 

1 5 

664/1 

0 

07 

95 

664/4 

0 

12 

75 

674/1 

0 

09 

30 

672 

0 

1 1 

20 

676 

0 

10 

65 

682 

0 

07 

00 

681 

0 

01 

40 


[tfo 1 2 016/2/7 7-PtXWU] 


31 sPriTft, 1978 

vtosjto 4 34 .— *rp xrh: xtOrt TntrarFf (wfa % 

TrifPr % srfaxr* xtrxrfa) xrftrfJm, 19132 (1962 xn so") xft 
am 3 x?) 3T-am ( 1 ) % wtfta vert morn; % hflfamr jfaTqq 
xft TToarrotfo 1392 arrkr 18 - 4-77 ittt %vjfar 

wn Jr Ttr Jr rUET xr^uft Jr WaftpR 'gfhtft % 

tmrir % xrfaxrR thr ?mpff xft firaril % staNa % fan 

aftpi xr^ xn tprtr xnxnr 'flficr xr fir at at 1 

xftr atr: a«RT srrfaxrrd ft gx?r xofafaim x?t uttt e x?l 
Tt-HTO ( 1 ) % xrtfrr orxtr lit frith* * «fi | 1 

vtr aril, aa: *rxtt ft ott Ptxli tt fWtr. X 7 <ft 

4r 'Idsifj ^rr t) tor xFRpft jf fafa fae a ijfanf if 

xrr xtErtk xifarr xrJt nrr fafr^a ftm $ 1 

wa, xr?r: xTrafPra *r 1 - am e x>t ^a-am ( 1 ) trf srxvr 

yrfw xrr swrir xe& 50 %rjftq tor tpr^Rr atfPr xRtfr | 

fir Ta xrfa^sRrr Jr tor xnj^ft ir farfnfW qxtr afftnft Jr 

4t*fi J i XT affix; k xt?t tTTtpT fxtJrlr % srtfrim % fai) tjtpjirm 

xriro firm <tot | 1 

xrtri xrnf w am xft ^ram ( 4 ) irt wfaqtff xtr 

tpfpl XR^ JT nh'-jflR TRXtR Wt $ 1% ijqq qfhtff if 

^aaPi tt xtfaxtR toxtr if Pxf^r $pr J> tort Jhr stt 
anFfhxt fa xtrarir Jr, *rtf) qtfaf if jjxa to jf, qp^r % shtor 

w rntttx xit fhfjfa 5 Ptt i 


New Delhi, the 31st Januray, 1978 

S.0. 434. — Whereas by a notification of the Government of 
India in the Ministry of Pcrtoleum. S-O- 1392 dated 28-4-77 
under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Petroleum and Mine- 
rals Pipelines (Acquisition of right of user in land) Act, 1962 
(50 of 1962) the Central Government declared Its intention 
to acquire the right of user in the lands specified in the 
schedule appended lo that notification for the purpose of laying 
pipeline; 

And whereas the competent Authority has under sub- 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to 
the Government; 

And further whereas tho Central Government has after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 
user in ute lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 

Now therefore in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the said 
lands specified in the schedule appended to this notification 
hereby acquired for laying the pipelines; 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of that section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in the 
Central Government vest on this date of the publication of 
this declaration in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free 
from encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 

Pipeline from D.S. KHZ (K-187) To G.G.S . V 

State : Gujarat District : Mchsana Taluka KaJoi 

Area 

Village Block No, Hect- Are Centi- 

are are 

1 2 3 4 ~ X 


"IT** 

tpxo-jfao — 187) afro CfaotTT 

xht yrrrr f*r®Prr 


341 

0 

11 

50 

Cart track 

0 

00 

50 

342 

0 

38 

55 

Cart track 

0 

01 

35 


OLA 


[*rrtr II — wot 3 (ii)] 


wrer vt tfro: is, i 978 /*rnr 20 , iae 9 


485 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

OLA Contd. 

454 

Survey No. 

0 

31 

50 

ISAND 

655 

0 

18 

60 


656 

0 

15 

37 


657/1 

0 

02 

32 


658/4 

0 

00 

50 


665/7 

0 

08 

32 


665/3 

0 

09 

15 


664/1 

0 

07 

95 


664/4 

0 

12 

75 


674/1 

0 

09 

30 


672 

0 

11 

20 


676 

0 

10 

65 


682 

0 

07 

00 


681 

0 

01 

40 


[No, 12016/2/77-Prod.] 

WT« WTo 435—470 tflt wfTO TITT TOTO 

OTifnr % srfirm *qfar) wfaftro, 1002 ( 1062 tt 50 ) wt 
sto 3 w) OT-trro ( 1 ) % *nfEr wro *k*"r % tottot 

Pttpt *rftnj 7 nrr TT°wrroq<> 2820 mflw 24 -B -77 iro 
wr^ftrr qw* q to qftrgror % tout w^wt Sr frfafw ijfmrr 
4r totm % wfamt: it qrvr '•rrvfT wt firenfi' <f jrPto % faq 
wfwq TT^r <mr mum sftfrrq <rrr Purr «n 1 

tfh: to: mro mftpfTOt % tot trfWruiT srt e 
TO-URT (1) * Trffcf TOfTO nft fro)€ % »fY I; 1 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

qfurq wrtff 

644 /a 

0 

06 

15 


648 

0 

03 

15 


jpfi 5 *p 

0 

er 

50 


730 

0 

35 

15 


685 

0 

03 

30 


706 

0 

20 

25 


[so 1 a 0 1 6 / 2 / 7 7 -jftTtWWR-II] 

S.O. 435. — Whereas by a notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum, S. O. No. 2820 
dated 24-8-77 under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Pet- 
roleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of right of user 
in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the 
lands specified in the schedule appended to that notification 
for the purpose of laying pipeline; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub sec- 
tion (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to 
the Government; 

And further whereas the Central Government has after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 

Now therefore in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this notifica- 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipelines ; 


ttftr xtfI, xtcT; 4mf)rr wit fi to fcfti to finrrc vrJr 
* qewTH '** r ^ 'W*' % frWre Jr 

wfpr «rr wfatro wfro wrfi «*rr Wntra f*mrr $ i 

wr, TO: uro wfufaro tfr 6 w) to-wrt ( 1) iirr 
kttt wrfro wt trifrir 4 n;rr $q fcqfbr twit qq^jiTT tfrfTO wttfl 
$ Pit TO wfh^rr it TOm Jr Ww to sjfirift Jr 
TOtfrq to wfaTOT mrr toto fawt % sttoto % farfi uaijixi 
trfro fror ttot & i 

qH to! to sror «tff TO-srm ( 4 ) irt sto vrfrmff to 
to)<t tot) jq fcqfrir totot Wur W) $ ft? tot ^frof ir to- 
tfw to wftrrot: totot Jr fafijr % tott iro wVn 

tnfpT'tt fiq wrarir ir, mil tWwf % tot to Jr, tmt % sttoto 
wfr to ttOw wl ftffcr $>tt i 

■TO* 

^q- qo — (fto ito -17 ir oflo tTo qqo -2 

Tpnr ; ’prrrrr Ptot : Jttoptt trjto totTst 
<rtr tritonr q 0 trro (I'd wrf wflTO 


624/3 

0 

21 

00 

63 2/1 

0 

0 0 

45 

632/2 

0 

00 " 

50 

633 

0 

12 

30 

638 

0 

03 

90 

641 

0 

03 

30 

642 

0 

01 

80 

64 3/2 

0 

05 

10 

6 44/l 

0 

04 

25 


And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of that section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall Instead of vesting in the 
Central Government vest on this date of the publication of 
this declaration in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free 
from encumbrances. 


SCHEDULE 

Acquisition of R.O.U. for laying pipeline from well No Kod 
17 to GGS-II 

State - Gujarat District ; Mehsana Taluka Kalol 


Village 

Survey No. 

Hect- Arc 

are 

Ccnti- 

are 

SAD 

. 624/3 

0 

21 

00 


632/1 

0 

06 

45 


632/2 

0 

00 

50 


633 

0 

12 

30 


638 

0 

03 

90 


641 

0 

03 

30 


642 

0 

01 

80 


643/2 

0 

05 

10 


644/1 

0 

04 

25 


644/2 

0 

06 

15 


648 

0 

03 

15 


Cart track 

0 

01 

50 


730 

0 

35 

15 


685 

0 

03 

30 


706 

0 

20" 

25 


[No. 12016/2/77— Prod. II) 
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43 6. — *nr: tfN tsrfYn TT^MT^T ^ 

gqifrii % stftpttn: tufa) srftrPm, iog 2 (1902471 so) qft 
>mr 3 OT-atn ( l ) % srtrto qrcr trt'fnx % tfijlfem 4aiH*r 
<P> WftTr(W ipT0WT0?fo 2819 mp3T 24-8-77 3TtT 
rotr 4; wltr^ntr t tm»R *r fafirfro tjftpri % 

% wftpim; thpt cnvff ^ fa^Tit 47 RtfFm $ fatr 
srfara trJt m wn *rmq ulfatT <tr Hut qi i 

wit tpr; m HTftmfr birt irfaTm qrt trru 6 w 
^T-trr<r ( 1 ) % wetRt ht^tt Yr frfti % <fi | i 
. sfN tml, 4?r frTfq- rrrtt r 3^r faftei Tt fr*n: «r4 % 
'nr'Trrt w xrfa^Ru 4 rhtr *r fabric tjftnff Jr 

«rr crftmv; qf%?r tar *rr faffomR fc i 

<CW, tpp giflT ffftrfim STCT 6 ^^T-ErTTT ( 1 ) S1TT 

sura wrf^?r <rt irtfr>r <rei gtj $qf|q rwtt qn^ffiu *rtfa?r 4Rtrt 
| far *fT irfE^nr Jr rari if fafafW Rf?r vrfbtff if 

otYW tt wfewn >f rtrr mp Brat* ip wjtEstr % ftm wjro 
r^rt f»prr orm $ i 

-wh not rr tnxr 4 ft rr-rto ( 4 ) sat star vrfriTr 4R 
rrEi TTff gq utah FriV &fl £ rwr rjpnff Jr 
rtrtti »pt rFr-rh: %vjtq- wr if ErfgR 5 N % rjrro ?w wk 
ropRir % sti-ret if, rr) rrrt ir ’jtr ra if, aIart % spfrta 
ip> *r RrfPr r) fAfgR grin 1 

4>A 4 ° RAM 1 Trfc 33 if jff ooft 0 t£R ?ftq- 
TNA ; H^RIR frqr 

AIR 


#5 sm 


: JrpnraT 

sr^frr 



rTstw ’t o 

fax 

trffalf R^trx 

373/1 

0 

12 

75 

372/t 

0 

08 

60 

372/2 

0 

13 

95 

355 

0 

08 

88 

363 

0 

06 

51 

362/2 

0 

04 

19 

362/ 1 

0 

04 

34 


0 

01 

00 

475 

0 

04 

96 

477/1 ■ 

0 

10 

23 

477/2 

0 

08 

72 

478/ l/T 

0 

08 

99 

478/l/qt 

0 

08 

84 

479/t/qf 

0 

01 

60 

48 0/ 1 

0 

04 

62 

480/2 

0 

06 

36 

487 

0 

01 

40 

486 

0 

14 

7 5 

483 

0 

01 

00 

484 

0 

12 

87 


0 

01 

00 

550/2 

0 

1 1 

00 

550/l 

0 

12 

00 

545 

0 

15 

91 

544 

0 

08 

06 

10 

0 

04 

50 

13/ 1 

0 

04 

03 

12 

0 

09 

07 


Ozm — mfr 


1899 

[Part 11— 

-Sbc. 3(ii)] 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1 5 

0 

02 

95 

1 1 

0 

00 

50 

24/1 

0 

23 

67 

24/2 

0 

07 

86 

33/3 

0 

00 

73 

23/2 

0 

0 5 

6 5 

23/1 

0 

06 

98 

23/4 

0 

0 2 

14 

31 

0 

01 

60 

32/l 

0 

07 

44 

32/2 

0 

1 5 

81 

44 

0 

13 

33 

45 

0 

13 

79 

48 

0 

08 

00 

49 

0 

08 

84 

50 

0 

20 

3 0 


[4 1 2 0 1 s/ 2/7 7-5frW*R-III] 

S.O. 436.— Whereas by a notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum, S. O. No. 2819 
dated 24-8-77 under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Pet- 
roleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of right of user 
in land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the 
lands specified in the schedule appended to that notification 
for the purpose of laying pipeline; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub sec- 
tion (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to 
the Government; 

And further whereas the Central Government has after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification; 

Now therefore in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this notifica- 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipelines ; 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of that section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall Instead of vesting in the 
Central Government vest on this date of the publication of 
this declaration in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free 
from encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 

Acquisition of right of user for laying pipeline from sanand 1 
& 33 to GGS SIP 

State : Gujarat District : Mehsaija Taluka i Ralol 


Village 


Survey No. 


Hect- Are Centi- 
are are 


Jethaiaj 


373/1 

0 

12 

75 

372/1 

0 

08 

60 

372/2 

0 

13 

95 

355 

0 

08 

88 

363 

0 

06 

51 

362/2 

0 

04 

19 

362/1 

0 

04 

34 

Cart track 

0 

01 

OO 

475 

0 

04 

96 

477/1 

0 

10 

23 

477/2 

Q 

08 

72 
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I ■ — — -p-=rr-rr_ • : .T-vur . 

n?t WTifw Jf, tnft ffRt & ^to ft Sr, if fYwtt f wftfh ift 


478/ 1 /A 

0 

08 

99 

478/1/C 

0 

08 

84 

479/1 /B 

0 

01 

60 

480/1 

0 

04 

62 

480/2 

0 

06 

36 

487 

0 

01 

40 

486 

0 

14 

75 

483 

0 

01 

00 

484 

0 

12 

87 

Cart track 

0 

01 

00 

550/2 

0 

11 

00 

550/1 

0 

12 

00 

545 

0 

15 

91 

544 

0 

08 

06 

10 

0 

04 

50 

13/1 

0 

04 

03 

12 

0 

09 

07 

15 

0 

02 

95 

11 

0 

00 

50 

24/1 

0 

23 

67 

24/2 

0 

07 

86 

23/3 

0 

06 

73 

23/2 

0 

05 

65 

23/1 

0 

06 

98 

23/4 

0 

02 

14 

31 

0 

01 

60 

32/1 

0 

07 

44 

32/2 

0 

15 

81 

44 

0 

13 

33 

45 

0 

13 

79 

48 

0 

09 

00 

49 

0 

08 

84 

50 

0 

20 

30 
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ftwt, 1 FTOTt, 19 78 

FTo «rt° 437- — TO: fcftfcTO wYt Ff=RT HTWIVT ( ’‘jftT F 
wTH % fIVfr xpfa) erfufrorr, 1962 (1962 FT 50 .) Ft 
aro 3 Ft OTanr ( 1 ) ^ wtfR «rmr trfr % Y^tfaTO topto 

FT WfttgTOT FT°WT° f a 1393 tlRtar 18-4-77IRt FTjftn TRFR 

Si -jjt vftnjTOr Sr >rtw *rc$(5fr if ftrprfrsz’ vjftnff % otu'w 
% trfttFR Ft Fri*rsrfvf Ft frai^t % TOtro % ftrj; «fro 

ft^ ft vtot rrpt *nfT5T ft ftm «tt i 

rYt it€t: tram TTTfwFTft % tto TrfaftTO >fft hrt s ft tf 
aro ( i ) % trrfM trfr f't fYqtt ^ fr $ i 

wYt wnt, *rw: W|jt ftfr Y tto fwtt tt faFR ftY f 
ftr afagw ir tr^-41 if ftfafW vjfroY if ttotf 
ft fftwR rYto frt an ftfrp?TO fVar $ i 

*w, to: tft wfkrfhTO iff taro e iff ttort ( 1 ) arrr aw 
arfra Ft toYt FTct stfr rna^nir arPra Taft $ 

fir fa afa^RT a aaw trj^rft if fafirfYsr tto FfWf if 
aaata.ifr fRifr qrfwnra ffwra % toYjr f faa tT^Rr 
afaa Pfar araT !| i 

aflt, aTa aa wrt ^ ttort ( 4 ) jto irftrof nr 
aara ftY 57 frfm aarr fhYir fc-ft |fF tft xjfaat if aaafa 
nr afanrc ^Yt trfr if fafira ifRT % ttto itr tfK jnsfiiF 


ni Of fa fhfijtt 1 

«TC* 

ft 205 (7 i^a %oqt) % nf^aaVI an arfaimp 

froPr % fa^ -jroYn % wfaFR nr a^a nan 

Tr?a .■ F[a 7 hi Pjptt iP ar^nr tfnfm 7 


afn aa«aa= |ft*R afnrt ^jr: 


rnrra 8 7/n 0 17 io 

8 7/<I 0 13 6 5 


[a o 12016 / 3 / 7 7-jriwrn-I] 
New Delhi, the 1st February 

S.O. 437. — Whereas by a notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum, S. 0. No. 1393 
dated 18-4-77 under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Pet- 
roleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User 
in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Government 
declared its intention to acquire the right of user in the 
lands specified in the schedule appended to that notification 
for the purpose of laying pipeline; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to 
the Government; 

And further whereas the Central Government has after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 

Now therefore in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the fight of user in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this notifica- 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipelines ; 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of that section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user In the said lands shall Instead of vesting In the 
Central Government vest on this date of the publication of 
this declaration in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free 
from encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 


Acquisition of R.O.U. for laying pipeline from well No. 205 
(ANK-P) To GGS-VI 


Stale : Gujarat 

District : Broach 

Taluka : 

Ankleshvar 

Village 

Survey No. 

Hect- 

are 

Are Centi- 
are 

Hajat . 

87/A 

0 

17 

16 


87/B 

0 

13 

65 


[No. 12016/3/77-Prod. -I] 


Vto «To 43 8. — TT: v\X WfT5T TUMMItH (ijfif % 

■j^fEr $ xtftRTR trMhw, 1962 (1902 tt 50 ) it) 

sra 3 Bit T’TTRT ( l) % Rtfa ’4TW ?TWR % tfatSPT 

if) Srftpjir'TRITT oSIT ° R ° 28 14 HTffar 20-8-77 IRT %nffq *R*R 
^ ^ t) trSTR R ftfafter Ijfipff »b T3qifPr 

% trftRTR Ft TTSWTrff Ft fqBt-r V % fair xrf^T 

FtY- Ft F9TTT XrnfRT tftftEf FT ftqr <TT I 

tftT TO tttR? JtrfSFrtt % TFT FftrfhTO "ft ^TTr 6 ^ 
J'ttfRT ( 1 ) Ftfh tRFR Ft fWt $ Jt I 
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for Wtfo ITT, toffa RFFTT % foftf fWtf TF faFTF FF* fo 

cf 'wFtrg^iT It forro Jr ftfnlW wffoff Jr ottto 

FT fostFTF Rffor FFJ FT ftffoTT ffTOT £ I 

TJT, *TF ;JFF Rflfom FT tTTFT 6 WITFT ( 1 ) ITFT 

stttt m-far ft K*fPr ffiT $cr fofoq ttfftf ctwjttt foffor fff) 
£ fa TT wfir^nr Jr forte fojtjfor Jr ffouffor sff Jr 
OTfpr ft TrfaFTF tt^t otu ffoinfo fo H-forr 4: fte4 q^ri^r 
wffor firon arraT t 1 

wk, ott ot itrt otto ( 4) ira ;rft srfforfor ft 
qtfm fftT g<( Froffa ttfftf fhfor foft $ fa ^jlfoft Jf ttt- 
ifm tt erfuFR Ffoffo ttfftf Jr faffor fofi % ottf for trte 
nrefttF for wtfpt Jr, afol rtf! fo *£FT ft Jr, tf forte % 
trmrw fo w tefo* Ft faffor fort i 


H£F To r^TotlTTo % 0 -a IT for ol pT ofo 0- 1 FT teTfoh ^ fohFTF 
ft TTfor 


TTW ; Ipsrw 

pJ| r A 1 ^ Wfa" 

TTPJFT 

: forte 


foF 



q wk i 

JifoR 

FTf![F 

234/sr 

0 

08 

06 


237 

0 

03 

90 


259 

0 

12 

74 


[rf o 12010/3/7 7 -FfaWT-l I] 
foo wnco tot, ftff foFra 


S.O. 438 , — Whereas by a notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Petroleum S. O. No. 2814 
dated 2 (18 -77 under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the Pet- 
roleum and Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User 
in Land) Act, 1962 (50 of 1962) the Central Government 
declared its Intention to acquire the right of user in the 
lands specified in the schedule appended to that notification 
for the purpose of laying pipeline; 

And whereas the Competent Authority has under sub- 
section (1) of section 6 of the said Act, submitted report to 
the Government; 

And further whereas the Central Government has after 
considering the said report, decided to acquire the right of 
user in the lands specified in the schedule appended to this 
notification ; 

Now therefore in exercise of the power conferred by sub- 
section (1) of the section 6 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby declares that the right of user in the 
said lands specified in the schedule appended to this notifica- 
tion hereby acquired for laying the pipelines ; 

And further in exercise of power conferred by sub-section 
(4) of that section, the Central Government directs that the 
right of user in the said lands shall instead of vesting in the 
Central Government vest on this date of the publication of 
this declaration in the Oil & Natural Gas Commission free 
from encumbrances. 

SCHEDULE 

Acquisition of right of user ftom well no. SNK-8 to SNK.-1 

State Gujarat District : Broach Taluka : Hansot 

Village Survey No. Hect- Arc Ceati- 

aro are 

Rohid ~ . ■ ", 234/B 0 08 06 

237 0 03 90 

259 0 12 74 

[No. 12016/3/77-Prod, II] 
B R. B HALL A, Under Secy. 


mfffofor, 27 smfo, 1978 

ftorto <39. — TRrT ttfftf f vfhfFhT 4r jm for Of 
rfo t'tto VTOjfor if trcffor farr tott p[ for 4foftriPT for irffo* 
TOVOTVr (rfoFrr fo fob wffor^r vfbFrr) Tfaffopr, 19 62 
F FT 6 % OT* ( 1 ) F V'fod STFTftrd fate Fte JJTTRT 
ftht % T?for?FF tt Jr tut TftfhnsH- fob Jr btror htt fo 
Ffoo b° trq-o foo t Jr bo 23 foofooiTq'o HI ff 4 fofbter 
% fJrq fob terfor Jr rfawF jtrt fab ntr $ 1 

Jte tfa jrrfrfirF 4?r vrhfor Jr ffonr f aFr a F tt- 

tt (1) Tfr etrt (1) Jr f-rfFR Fr4 fitfoF 15-2-77 Jr tritt 
ft fforr TOTT I I 

vu: w iffth-TR TrT'T'T'ncr Jr fforo 4 ( srfoFn Jr »jfh 
vruFTt) fim, 19 6 3 4r fstr srtftrFTfr rrtnjiru 
rjFr ffof*r Ft ft 4 nrorfor fT ffoffo vftr^ffor fot 1 1 

ff[ rrtrofro i Jr yfo 23 aft osftotrrr iii 'ttt't 
Ffnrrr ft4 ft uqifor 

TFrFTFrFRT ott FroTrr»tTo TOOT ^ ft 4 mmrfbr 

Fratra Jr <r fetffo 

STFPtrF ffT 

ffrfh 

t^rrsTFiT 3 t»t?t 2997 27-8-77 15-2-77 


[tic, i2oi8/5/7 7-5fr?wm-I] 

New Delhi, the 27th January, 1978 

S.O. 439-— Whereas by the notification of Government of 
India as shown In tho schedule appended hereto and issued under 
sub-3ection (i) of section 6 of the Petroloum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act, 1962 the Right of 
User has been acquired in the lands specified in the schedule 
appended thereto for the transport of petroleum from d.s. No 
Well SP-I to Well No. 23 GGS Ilf in Ankleshwar oil field in 
Gujarat state. 

And Whereas tho oil & Natural Gas Commission has termi- 
nated the operations referred to in clause (i) of sub-section (1) 
of section 7 of the said Act on 15-2-77. 

Now therefore under Rule 4 of the Petroloum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in land) Rules, 1963, the Com- 
petent Authority hereby notifies the said date as the date of 
termination of operation to above. 

SCHEDULE 

Termination of operation of Pipeline from D.S. well SP-I 
to Well No. 23 GGS III 

Name of Ministry Village S.O. No, Date of Date of 

Publica- termina- 
tion in the tion of 
Gazette operation 
of India 


Petroleum Ado] 2697 27-8-77 15-2-77 


[No. 12Dl6/5/77-Prod-f)] 
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VTRJT. ITT trana: FWft 1 JT, 19.7 8 /TTT. 29, 1899. 


['TFT II— tfi? 3(ii)] 

VToWTo 440' — WTTfT TTFR % FTftlfllTTT % IRT 4 FT fF Tft 
T'TR WT^Fl if JrafirtT fFTT TTT £ Fk 'tj'rftTTT Fft ifOrT 
TUT TTIT (TTlTTT % *}## TTftTT^T WfaFR) TrMTTT, 1982 
% T'R 6 F TTTiF (i) F TETTcT Sr*b I Hfl d fFTT TTT 3jTRTT 
TRT % TpfTFTT #tT WT ft TTT Tf#f#R: Tf# # TFT T«m To 

iTFcfroifro # Ffr 3« jtf t^tPttf % far tIt ttttt f trftr- 
FR TT'TT fF# TIT | I 

#5T t[F TTIpfFF TT TTTTT ft TT#FT f-TTT F W 7 F 3T- 
v«* (i) Ft jjrt (i) ft fTfr'F ft# PtfIf 17-11-75 # 
TFTTTT FT fitTT TTT ([ I 

RT: WT #£>faTTT TRT FRF % f#TT 4 ( STTTTT1T % *rf# 
TtftrtTTpT *rf#FR) fTTT, 19 8 3 % WTT#T F«TT TrfuFlfT TTT- 
IRT TFT fFf# FT FT# TFrf'F Ff f#f# FfF^fFF F*# $ I 

TFotfroiffo % Ftft -36 FF TnfTHFTF FT# Ft TTlf-F 

TtTRTT FT FTT TtT FT oTTT o# o *TRT F FT# FTTpTT 

TTFTF *T Fr f#f# 
TFRR Ft 
f#f# 

flf^fYfTTFRT TTTTTTT 2616 20-8-77 17-1 1-75 

[#<• I 2 0 1 6/ 5/ 7 7-jftFFTTF-II] 

S.O. 440. — Whereas by the notification of Government of 
India as shown in the schedule appended hereto and issued 
under sub-section (i) of section 6 of the Petroleum and 
Minerals pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) 
Act, 1962 the Right of User has been acquired in the 
lands specified in the schedule appended thereto for the trans- 
port of petroleum from d.s. No, SPB to Kadi 36 in Mchsanar 
oil field in Gujarat State. 

And whereas the Oil & Natural Gas Commission has terminated 
the operat ions referred to i n clause (i) of s ub -section ( I ) of section 
7 of the aid Act on 17-1 1-75, 

Now therefore under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Ac- 
quisition of Right of User in land) Rules, 1963, the Competent 
Authority hereby notifies thesaid dale as the date of tet minaticn 
of operation to above. 

SCHEDULE 

Termination or operation of Pipelines from D.S SPB to 
Kadi-36. 

Name of Ministry Village S.O. No. Date of Date of 

publica- termina- 
tion in the tion of 
Gazette operation 
of 

India 

Petroleum Balsasan 2616 20-8-77 17-11-75 

[No. 12016/5/77-Prod. IT] 

FTa#(T° 4 4 ll—RTTF TRFR F WftJtJ^TT F SRI #TT fF Tf?t 
#tRT *f TFfTTF fFTT TTT ff FVt fljfftTTT Fir Jjfrrtsr 

TMfr trrrr (ttIttt % ff# TfsTTfr trfaFR) TfuftTT, 19112 
F *< 5 ? 6 F TFTT (i) F TRTT TFrfFrT fFTT TFT ff 

7RT F (TlRTTTfT #T WT # TFT TfrfiTR ff# # #fJT 


t F o c STTT c — 1 9 # ufRuffet^te VIT FF#^rftFTT F ffff *jf# 

3T#TT F TflJFR JtT'T fFf TU f, 1 

tr# STTffTF TT T 7 TPT T TT#TT fTTT F *T»T 7 F FT 
tfJF ( 1 ) FT ETRT ( 1 ) # i#lW FT# f#TTF 5- 7-7 5 # TPTFF 
FT fTTT TTT | I 

TTF: TTF #5fpTTT TTRT RTfF % f#TT 4 (TTlFTr F ff# 
tlffTTlTW TTf#FR) f#TT, 19 63 F TTSRT TTfbFRT nfF- 

IRT TFT f#f# FT FT# Tmf#T Ft ffl## TtftTffF'T FT# $ I 

aq-ffT 7fiFo#Vo TTRo-19 # sftosftoirTro-VII TTF THTT tTlTT FT# 

Ft TPTTfTT 


TTTTTT FT FPT TtF FToRToTo HTTlF FT#tmth 

TRTTF # Ft f#f# 
TFTTR F# 
fflf<T 

#^tf?TTTT TFRRTF 956 26-3-77 5-7-75 


[rR 1 2 0 1 6/ 5/ 7 7-TWFTPT IIT] 

S O, 441. — Whereas by the notification of Government of 
India as shown in the schedule appended hereto and issued 
under sub-section (i) of section 6 of tho Petroleum and 
Minerals Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) 
Act, 1962 the Right of User has been acquired in the lands 
specified in the schedule appended thereto for the transport 
of petroleum from d.s, no. KDR-19 to GGS VII in 
Ahmedabad oil field in Gujarat state. 

And whereas the Oil & Natural Gas Commission has termi- 
nated the operations referred to in clause (i) of sub-section ( 1 ) 
of section 7 of the said Act on 5-7-75. 

Now therefore under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipelines 
(Acquisition of Right of User in Land), Rules, 1963, the Com- 
petent Authority hereby notifies the said date as the dale of termi- 
nation of operation to above. 

SCHEDULE 

Termination of operation of pipelines from D.S. KDR-19 to 
GGS VIT 


Name of Ministry Village S.O. No. Date of Date of 

Publica- termina- 
tion in the tion of 
Oazcttc operalon 
of 
India 


Petroleum . Uvarsaa 956 26-3-77 J-7-75 


[No, 12016/5/77-Prod. TU] 

FloSTTf 44 2- — TRT TTTFR F TftPJTTT F 5RT ^TTT fF TFT 
#tT<F TTF^Fr # TTfvPT fFTT TTT $ tflT #^f#TT TrV nrftRr 
TTFT RTRT (TTTTTT F *jf# TTf#TJ[W WftJFR) *rf#f#TTT, 19 62 
F F? 6 F 7T<TT ( 1 ) F *FT#T TFTfFT fFTT TTT T3RPT 

TT7T F T^FFTI #TT E?T # TFT TfFitRF Tf# # TUT TT5T #0 

F-TtTo 65,67, 68, 69#Ff olftotrrr 0 /#y 0 #fo tr^o F#> TF #ftf#TT 
F f#T TTTTT F RfTFR TTTT fFT T# t I 
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. -t t q# -■trwf'TO (tit trr^ftT % miv . t fatm % mr 7 % ot- 
up? (1)4# urt ( i ) # fafra 4 TT finro 27-R-75 tt tofa 
4R fror tot ft i 

*tt m T%lfrpRr trt ttit't % Pm i (qq'mr % wf# 
pftrmfjr siFtor) faro. is 63 t w^pnfTT Traur sfrfuxTfi q to- 
ur tot fftf# 4 % qrpf *pnfci 4 % PrPr qftpjfTOi tra ft i 


"ttnr Sfl^W f'ari'To 65, 67, 6 8,'6 9Tf7fyo-jf)-orTTr/Tfto^oTi<no irfr 

to trur atot tt# 4# tFnfro 


•TTirpT 4TT HTT 

qfq 

Rjprer # 
g4T?rq 4# 
ffffa 

4n'%qtnf#r 

4# fhfb 


#iTq«rjTT 

2203 2-7-77 

27-8-75 


tmTAra-q 




1 




[tt° 12016/5/77-mTOm-IV} 

%t°4i° $qraft, (prTpr % f#q fmnTi=7T%’T 
'twit srrfavrO- 


S.O- 442. — Whereas by the nolificat Ion of Government of 
Indians shown in the schedule appended hereto and issued under 
sub-section (i) ofsection 6 of the Petroleum and Minerals Pipelines 
(Acqisition of right of User 1" (and)Act, 1962 the RightofUser 
has been acquired in the lands specified in theschcdule appended 
the oto for the transport of petroleum from d.s. No. Well no. 
65,67,68, CTF & 69 to OOS (Kadi in Mehsuna oil field In 
Oujarat state. 

And where as the Oil & Natural Gas Commission has ter- 
minated the operations referred to in clause (i) of sub-section (1) 
of section 7 of the said Act. 

Now therefore under Rule 4 of the Petroleum Pipeline 
(Acquisition of Right of user in Lund) Rules, 1963, the Compe- 
tent Authority hereby notifies the said date as the date of termi- 
nation of operation to above. 

SCHEDULE 

Termination of operation of Pipelines from D.S. Well no. 
65,67,68 & 69 to GGS-CTF Kadi. 

Name of Ministry Village S.O. No Dale of Date of 

publica- termina- 
tion in the tion of 
Gazette operation 
of 
India 

Petroleum Mehmed- 2203 2-7-77 27-8-75 

pura 
Balsasan 
Chai ns an 

[No. 12016/5777-ProdTTv) 
G.K. DUDANf, Competent Authority under the act 

for Gujarat 


mw wi% ttfriT? <6 wi«i tP4W*i 

(tF4T4*q ftTRPT) 

2i Pttwt, 1977 

WTSJfle. 443-— : fofW RTOR, xftfffatlV: IfflTtFT qTTfift *ff%- 
fm, 1940 ( 1 9 40 4TT 23) 4% RRT S 4% TOITRT (l) 


[Part II-Sec,. 3(ii)] 

tftT ( 2 ) im frfW qq srqFr qrr% jjq, «tr77T #tor 

RfTRlf TfrT qfrqR 'PWP’T IRTfiTTf (flTW fvffFr) 4# 
*Tfa$3pTT Tfo (PToTTfo 1772, TTlffif 20 1973 # fm=L 

fn Purr iVfttr-r Ttni ft, sptftif i— — 

TOT Trfh^pn %, "trra 5 4# OTURT 2 % (lO) 

% trtfR 5ft%4T % TThTtfir fttPTPT gfAPT ^ PtTPT 

tt fTOTfafaq qfqfR Tm srrqif), : — 

"5TRTq $7f43?PT 'tfqfjpp fVffFT % ftrmrrsTfT, 

TTTT Tifhra 4# 18 qvrqrf, 1977 % 

Vti % TOW $ m # l” 

(%° q4ff 19012/3/7 0— rfto qTO fpTo qifo] 

writ ymf, tot Afro 

MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 21st September, 1977 

S.O. 443.— In exercis of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) and sub-section (2) of section 5 of the Dntgs 
and Cosmetics Act, 1940 (23 of 1940), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby makes the following amendment in the noti- 
fication of the Government of India in the Ministry of Health 
and Family Welfare (Department of Health) No. S.O. 1772, 
dated the 26th May, 1973, namely ; — 

In the said notification under the head “Elected under 
clause (x) of sub-section 2 of section 5”, for the existing 
entry, the following entry shall be substituted, namely : — 

.“Professor Harkishan Singh, Head of the Department of 
Pharmaceutical Sciences Punjab University Chandigarh, as 
a member of the Drugs Technical Advisory Board, with effect 
from the 18th February, 1977. 

[No. X. 19012/3/76-D&MS] 
MRS. ASHA SHARMA, Under Secy. 
WT#qr 

fff 3 0 3Rl(li 1978 

^TToSTTo 4 4 4i — UTf: PKtl ffTOR % 'fiT'j/f WRTO #<aW4 4# 

31 atotT 1972 4 # wfkgfffiT tfsqr 19 - 37 / 71 -qrr 
jm ttnt # Pr#»r frqr ft % vTKffbr fAfewr 

Wftrfim, 1956 ( 1956 HT 102) JElNint 4> 1%rq 

srm tEt, ira titt or it (tBt) P^fVwT ti^tt trpff 

‘antT^n XTIITT , ; hft ; 

pftt m: tto #fi3Tr f#trr 7<jfr FafiT4r Tr»r ttt srrTT ft, 
■gT#atT rffr tjir!# 47riJ 4r snfr^Ti % ftrq iffirVA 

Airq 1 fin, fsrqrq frs, rqr, -fitAtT- 1 7 , 4> 6T«r 

ft ; 

pa: xw trrqPrqff 4# airr 1 4 4 # Tq-tnxr ( 1 ) 

qT2f4t ^ ffnr (q) 4?r ttat 4tt# ^q 4r^flq irfit qirrjnr — 

(1) HT4t|0 TIW # ffTtrfe ![># 4 # Prfa # (ft 4T 

4fl, 

tmr 

( 2 ) oTT PTftr TO spr TPP TTo irfftTT fTOI ftnft #f¥4>T 
ffprir #TT fwffrq Tt4, 45TT, qatpspr, Tnfl4-17, 
%TA % TTTff TFA5 71% ft, 3% #) 4ttr ft) TO W4ffi 
WtRw 4R%t ft, fjpr% q%tsRT 4To #f)r47T jffejT 
4R R^% I 

[Tto 1 101 G/32/77- qiT fft #)/qtT f (-fr)J 
XTRo tfto (Sftf^TTRRT, 
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[ -T7 -T II — XT'*? 3(H)} 

New Delhi, the 30lh January, 1879 
ORDER 

S.O. 444.— Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India in the late Ministry of Health No. 19-37/71-MPT, 
dated the 31st Jnnuray, 1972, the Central Government has 
directed, that the Medical qualification “M. D. (Rome)" 
granted by the University of Rome, Italy, shall be a recog- 
nised medical qualification for die purposes of the Indian 
Medical Council Act. 1956 (102 of 1956); 

And whereas Dr. Maria Pin Rcggi, who possesses the said 
qualification is for the time-being attached to the Medical 
Sendee Centre, Shenoy Road, Kaloor, F.rnakulum, Cochin 
17, Kerala for the purposes of research and Charitable work; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of clause (c) of the proviso 
to sub-section (1) of section 14 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby specifies : — ■ 

(i ) a further period of two years from the date of pub- 
lication of this order in the Official Gazette, or 

(ii) the period during which Dr. Maria Pia Reggi is 
attached to the said Medical .Service Centre Shenoy 
Road, Kaloor, Ernakttlum, Cochin-17 Kerala, 

whichever is shorter, as the period to which the medical prac- 
tise by the aforesaid doctor shall be limited. 

[No. V, 1 1016/32/77-MPT|MF.(P)] 
R. V. SRINIVASAN, Dy. Sccy. 


pw ad 1 * OR rinreK 
(term firem) 

Xf ftxMl, 30STXXX1, 1978 

XX° STT° 445. — %Rlx XXXXX, ffxXX tlTXXX C™lr efftr XXXXl 
(lifaff htt trfx) xftTfxxx, 1976 ( 1 9 7 6 xrr 89) Mf tnxr 
5 til XXXKT (2) 5RT SIR KTpRfrff XX XXlX XXrT gTT, qX^- 

stxt xtlfr Mix term fxtfa'F, xxtxxti xxxfw % wxlspx 
Ml trffo t(R» 5TWT MlSRl Ml 21- 1-197 8 X XXT STW Wr^TT 
faq srpt xxr xtx spur xx Mnx wrxxx fxxxx xxxl 
t i xxMr fxxfgtr Ml xlo jflo frriRrir % xxrx xt Ml xf 
<1, fsRRvt Mlfr Mr term fxxOT M >Frxf<w Sf xfMl ft xf $ i 

[Mo f¥ (II) 8 ( 1 08)/76] 

XT ° xfxXPT jf-TX, XX-Xrfx’X 

MINISTRY OF STEEL AND MINES 
(Department of Steel) 

New Dc'hi, Ihe 30th January, 1978 

S.O. 445. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (2) of section 5 of the Indian and Steel Company (Ac- 
quisition of Shares) Act, 1976 (89 of 1976) the Central Gov- 
ernment appoint with effect from the 21st January 1978 and 
until further orders, Shri S. R. Bania Chowdhury, Superin- 
tendent in the Office of the Iron and Steel Controller, Calcutta 
as Assistant Commissioner of Payments on an ad hoc basis 
in place of Shri B. B. Biswas transferred to the Office of the 
Iron and Steel Controller. 

[No. lnd. (II) 8(108)/76] 
R. MATX1KARJUNAN, Dy. Secy. 

260 G, I./77 — 8 


(xnrq faxrtx) 

STfiff-TTf 

Xf fexft, IS 5133X1, 1978 

ipio 3 n° 448. — i. tb fxxrx % xrpx 4 - 2-77 % 
ffo 52/7/74-Tnqo Bio ill (xrxqx- e) Jr PRxfMfax 
grr ur rq ; — 

gffiir qqi *t xx Mxxr Ml gfin xTxfi'xjfext 

iso-1 "Ml xxr ^^7; xixt q/x Mr xxmtx fir? 

XIXt'' % XXTX XX “Ml RR XfTJX 31X1 
qx Ml xtifitr x^Tjx” xf i 

2. qx firxFT % xtMit 23-3-70 % xfo 52/8/73- 
qxr o rfto III ( xroxx- 5) 11 fxxxfixfxrx grOauT Mt xrq 
*ntirr Jr xx xfxxi Mt ^rrM xrMr xjfaxf 

196 xTxrx 2 Sr "Mr xtxxtx” % xxrx xx 

"Ml xrxtx-Mt” xf 1 

3- fX fTTPT % BTXlW 11-8-74 % M° 52/2 l/OS 

t;x;o MD III (qx» Mx)-xt5xx 7 Jr fx*xfaf<sx uTfen xf 
xrtJ 

wt^ijt Sr xx xw Ml xrX xtMI grfext 

24 (i) XffTX 3 ii "xfr” X XXTX XX 

"xxrxtMl srrawxl” xi i 
(ii) xrxx 4 Jr "xfinx? fxxsnr” M xxrx 

XX "XpMtMf XPuTlx'l'” Xf i 

25 (i) xrrxx 3 x "xfi” % xxix xx "x?rw 

fH^w” x« i 

(ii) xxxx 4 , Jf “xf(" ^ xxrx xx 
fx^rx? 1 ' x| i 

63 7 XXXX 2 Sr "Ml XRo afl o XrfRXTX” ^ 

xxrx xx "Ml u;xi> xl° tTffo xr^xirR 1 ' 

Xf i 

4- TfX fffXTX % xrfpx 11-10-72 % Xplx Xo 52/21/68 

*nx° fo-l x fxtxrxRsm wferr xfr xrtr ; — 

xi^ttr Jr xnr n r xtl jf i S xrMl 

xtixx 2 Jr "Ml rrrr° xi » gxrrxi'” % 
xxrx xx “Ml Ml o fflo jsrrsfl” xf i 
xxxrx 2 Jf "’■.fixxfl xrt'xxr *rrfl xxxtx” 
% xxrx xx "'xrxxr xrx xxxlx’ 
xi i 

(i) XXXX 3 if (--) ^ XXIX XX “xlXTX 
'xffrtSTxr” xf i 

(ii) xxxx 4 if "fffl” % xxtx xx "xlxrx 

XEftxixr" qf i 

xtrxx 4 Sf "spfr” %■ xxr xx "xfx^E 

x'rtx xaw” xf i 

XXXTX 2 Sf ""-fl ¥fo trrro triTXTT” fr XXIX 

xx "Ml Mfo rnre arrxrr’' xs i 


1 750 

813 

1412 

1413 

2666 
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5. fjRm % miPi 27*7-7.1 % ffo 52 / 7/74 


tT^o^ffoHI if f'tMftrfSH "iff SITR 


if rr rfeRT »r7f rpt Rpff vjfiiRt 


2 'FTETR 3 if (- - ) $ wtPT qr; "Rgjw 

(RTRFR)'’ qqf I 


6. JR fa-RTR % RtftS 24-9-1973 % JTrfclT tf° 52/21/68 
RRa f o l/irqjo tffo III if fhTqfRfisR q?l tsnri - 

wror if r*t rjrt q(Y RFf rt# tjfeqt 

2000 TFTR 3 if "Riff” in fRTR R7 "jfJRT” 

if I 

2001 WTR 3 if "«r^f" $rfRTR TT "RRRpft" 

qf i 


7 . tff Pnrnr $ mftw 29-7-1976 % njfirsrf *r° 52/22/74 
rrqto rffo III (W^R 4) if fTRprfarT ijfiprt iff TTV 

RjEgr R 3 T if RtR PIT iff TFf RT*ft Sjf^q-f 

4950 TWfrrfairrqrrRi 

[*f» 52/7/74-^0^0 in (rp?rrio)] 

TfRo ITRo "pnfl^r, RRT RfsTR 

MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE & IRRIGATION 
(Department of Food) 

New Delhi, the 18th January, 1978 
CORRIGENDUM 

S.O. 446 . — rn this Department Corrigendum No. 52/7/74- 
FC.III (Vot. VIII), dated 4-3 -77, the following correction shall 
be carried out : 

S.No. In the Corri- Correction to be carried out 
gendunr 

1504 For the words “Shri Chandra Bahadur 

Thapa S/o Shri Balbir Thapa”, 
read “Shri Chandra Bahadur Thapa 
S/O Shri Fatesh Bahadur”. 

2. In this Department Order No. 52/8/73-FC-III (Vol. V), 
dated 23-3-76, the following correction shall be carried out : 

S.No, in the Order Correction to be carried out 

196 . , For the words “Shri Yad Ram” in col. 

2, read “Shri Yad Ram C”. 


3 . In this Department Order No . 52/21 /68-FC-III (NZ)/Vol . 
VII, dated 11-6-74, the following corrections shall be canied 

out : 


S, No. in the Order Corrcct'ons to be carried out 

24 (i) For the word “Do” in col . 3, read 

“Technical Officer”. 

(ii) Forthe words“Assistant Director’ 
in col. 4, read “Technical Officer”. 

25 (i) For the word “Do” in col. 3, 

read “Assistant Director”, 

(ii) For the word “Do” in col. 4. 
read “Assistant Director”. 

637 For the words “Shri M.V. Nambiar” 

in col. 2, read “Shri M.V. N. Nam- 
biar”. 


4, Tu this Department Order No. 52/21/68-RE. 1, dated 
11-10-72, the following corrections shall be carried out : 


S.No. in tile Order Corrections 10 be carried out 


1750 . . For the words “Shri L.T, Dulani” in 

col, 2, rend “Shri G.T. Dulani”. 

813 For the woids “Mrs. Mariokuily 

Varghese” in col. 2. read 
“Mrs. Mirykutly Varghese”. 

1415 . (I) For the “Dash” in col, 3, read 

“Godown Superintendent”. 

(ii) For the word “Do” in col. 4, 
read “Godown Superintendent”. 

1413 . . For the word “Do” in col. 4, read 

‘Senior Godown Keeper”. 

2666 For the words “Shri D.M. Jhala, in 

col. 2, read “Shri B.M. Zala”. 


5. In this Department Order No. 52/7/74-FC-III, dated 27-7-74, 
the following correction shall be carried out : 

S. No. in the Order Correction to be carried out 


For the “Dash” in Col, 3, read 
“Assistant Director (General)”. 
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6. In this Department Order No. 52/21 /68-RE.I/FC-III, dated 
24-9-1973. the following conecticns shall be carried out : — 

S.No. in the Order Correction to be carried out 

2000 . . For the word "Do" in col. 3. read 

“Driver”. 

2001 . . . For the word “Do" in col. 3, read 

“Peon” 

7. In this Department Corrigendum No. 52/22/74-FC-1II 
(Vol, IV), dated 29-7-1970, the following correction shall be 
carried out ; — 

S.No. in the Coni- Correction to be carried out 
genduni 

4950 . . May be cancelled. 

[No. 52/7/74-FC-III (Vol. X)] 
S. L. KAMBOH, Under Secy. 


qws* m*R faruM* wiwi 

4f fcwf, 3 1 7444X7, 1978 

Tio *rio 447 . — rtArT'^'Of fVrrmri^ srrfsmT *rW444, 
1971 (1971 44 43 ) 4?r nm 3 iro spot 40 

54 q'Trr ipxft §rr, $7y)4 trXETX ^57831X7 f4r4ftTfax 47) 4t47T5r 
3 44 % fpror 4744 *RTxfea)l7 f44H l 7Xr4 ttTfaxXCi 

4 : rrvmfw 44w 4Rsft S : — 

(1) <sft 4)0 4)° tftcjTfiPR, 44f44 Tri^x, 44ft 
4rfW4 if* Tlfxtf, finfeil WTfajfOT, 773177 I 

( 2 ) '-ft 0,4° 4f7° 4t4Ffr, OT>T4fft, '4ttw*r ?7347, 

iunft 44 474, 4 xsrf 1 

[fto iTo sfto-2 40 I 2 / 3 / 77 -tTo tTo Tii] 
tfr° n«T® srtRij 44 xfax 

MINISTRY OF TOURISM AND CIVIL AVIATION 

New Delhi, the 3 1st January, 1978 

S.O. 447. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 3 of the International Airports Authority Act, 1971 (43 
of 1971), the Centra] Government hereby appoints the follow- 
ing as part-time Members of the International Airports 
Authority of India, with immediate effect for a period of 
3 years 

(1) Shri P. B. Pilhavadian, Managing Partner, M/s. Pitha- 

vadian & Partners, Consulting Architects, Madras. 

(2) Shri N. K. Somani, Industrialist, Shrceniwas House, 

Hazaritnal Somani Murg, Bombay. 

[No. AV-240 1 2/3/77- AA. Pi] 
C. L. DH1NGRA, Dy. Secy. 


a fa jgf ’rfnnp i topi 

( 9(4454 iw) 

4^ fcwft, 2 4)44(1, 19 78 

47T°WT° 448. — %rrfft7 4X4TIX, 4741 4 T4 4 7TT (f44T44 47T Wft- 
444) 4tfftf4tpt, 1948 ( 1948 44 9) 47) E7TX7 547 44 44141X7 

( 3 ) (fix ( 4 ) 2TT7 574TT 4rf444f 44 574)4 47X?) |tr 4Tr»TM 
4rtr4r TfR nrrtr, 4ttftw4 «fr 4*774 44 4741444 574 * 447 , 4rhrtr 

444 ntm, 4ttf7kJT4 47) 44447 75TT4T sfti 44 rpppr (4444 

4X1^ | xftx 41X9 4T44X % *l")«(iH 57*)X 4 Pot S 4 437444 

( lft.4^4 4W) *£) erftFJYXT 4° 44° 47° 2100, 4TX)tj 71 

44, 197 5 4 f4r4ft4ftJ'T 7P!ft<J4 4X4) % : — 

344 trftJ^447 ft — 

(l) ^9Tft4 77X47TX 44 M ft f-1 ft! ^4 4X4 4 IH TPTXft ' 4f)ft47 
% 4ft4 44 4 % 4W4 Hfxfe ‘WeTO 477844 444 
rt7T4, rrftfrtTPT,” ft 7F444 44 STfftfR " '7 T T 7 4 T4 57471747, 
477844 444 777717 , 4Ttf)tIT4” X^) 4 |Ttrtfr ; 

('ll ) 447 2 % 4*774 TX fa7X(fftf>sr=r "TXT XtJT 7J| 77*47, *7*7^ 

" 2 . ftflft4 4X4774 (ft 7(47° trTTo 44?, 87Wf|T 448-11 
4474 47T77, 4rtfttIPT 477 7344 4tT 477 47W78T 4T4f4ft7t4 

47X4) | l” 

[ft° 1740 ft)° ^ 0 / 26 / 7 7-7SY-4] 

MINISTRY OF SHIPPING & TRANSPORT 
(Transport Wing) 

New Delhi, Iho 2nd February, 1978 

S.O. 448— In exercise of The powers conferred by sub- 
sections (3) and (4) of section 5A of the Dock Workers 
(Regulation of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948), the Cen 
tral Government hereby appoints the Traffic Manager, Kandla 
Port Trust, Gandhidham as a member of the Kandta Dock 
Labour Board vice the Deputy Chairman, Kandla Port Trust, 
Gandhidham and makes the following amendments in the 
notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Shipping and Transport (Transport Wing)) No, S.O. 2100, 
dated the 21st June, 1975, namely:— 

In the said notification — 

(i) under the heading “Members representing the Central 

Government”, against item 4, for the entry, "The 
Deputy Chairman, Kandla Port Trust, Gandhidham", 
the entry "The Traffic Manager, Kandla Port Trust, 
Gandhidham" shull be substituted ; 

(ii) for paragraph 2, the following paragraph shall be 

substituted, namely 

"2, The Central Government hereby nominates Shri 
S. L. Verma, Chairman, Kandla Pori Trust, 
Gandhidham as ihe Chairman of the said Board.” 

[No. LDK/26/77-D. IV] 
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ftesfl, 6 1978 

OT-'flla 449. — ftl't-T 4177117, 7RT ftfqT77 (f^H^ T-l 
fcTR'qir^) wfferlwr, 194 8 ( 1 948 9iT tl) H171 6 *ft 

wrrcr ( 1 ) wh ( 2 ) ikt jr^t ftqdft 7t stri 9r^ ijfi, 
14177 5f7T?STTR (fTRlTITf SR ft-fSTOW) farm, 10 8 2 4 ^7 4wlt,=T 
777 ^ $ fair pTKTftlftra famr SRllff |, ftT?^:-- 

1. (l) f-iqTff 7T RTR" 3RT 7W7 (pTJTVSjRT TT 
fqfftrTFT) feftq RWtETR Iwi, 19 78 §7 I 

(2) if 7451951 IT 9 tHW 9 ft RTRl’st ft IFJvT rfm 1 

2. TTTt qtqiFR (iWapr SR ffthTThTr) faiR), 19 62 4,-- 

(1) pT-fJT 2 u< 4 ? (n) % qu^rtf MrftfoRT wftrs^nf'Ri 

ffttT STf^’Tr, WT > - 

"(w) "3'nsw" ffr fti sr fjttwt sil'iiacr |;'’ 

(ii) fim 7 $ Tiql'm (i) % w (ts) r,"K |7 ' 
spnlTTPa 4 v*'<if, ss to, St , w>f I 9stw, ftyrrtnftt sft? fanrw- 
crfl-TH qwff vT STlST#)" ftssft STYt Tinff % fW 9t “ft 7 
^ft 1 *pjqff<,Trf if snTtw" w v? 5nr(ir 

[# O ftrftft/ 2 0 4 / 77 -Zi-j] 

ft o vrv’tiTiTu, wrn. ft-qq 

New Delhi, the 6lh February, 1978 

S.O. 449. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
sections (1) and (2) of section 8 of the Dock Workers (Regula- 
tion of Employment) Act, 1948 (9 of 1948), the Central 
Government hereby makes the following rules further to 
amend the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Rules, 
1962, namely : — 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Dock Workers (Regu- 

lation of Employment) Second Amendment Rules, 
1978. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their 
publication in the Official Gazette. 

2. Tn the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) 
Rules, 1962, — 

(i) after clause (c) of rule 2, the following shall be inser- 

ted, namely : — 

“(ea) “ Deputy Chairman” means the Deputy Chair- 
man of the Board ; 

(ii) in clause (b) of sub-rule (1) of rule 7, for the bra- 
ckets and words “(and in his absence the Deputy 
Chairman in the Ports of Bombay, Calcutta, Cochin, 
Madras, Mormugao and Visakhnpatuanil”, the words 
“and in his absence the Deputy Chairman” shall be 
substituted. 

[No. LDO/204/77-D. IV) 
V. SANKARAL1NGAM, Under Secy. 

WTOT 

Tit fetr, 3 1 Tjqqft, 19 78 

OT° 3TT° 4 3 0.— -ftaft TRTfTTT:, ttTCcTRT 74R VTftrfftq-rr, 1908 

( 1 008 qrr is) ft utti 34 am sort wfftftt ft tthfit 

[PI, rpTO: TTTTff V Tt^PTeRT Y f4PT 7ft TTfttf-fiTTT ft' 


[Part II— Sec. 3(ii)] 

FITT 30 % ftJ'tl fftjft fftj, ftt ITrtbftftfti TT qTTftT ftft % 
qftW. qrtlfft ftl7 ftftlfft tRftJH qftft % 77TT TPTSftmTT 
V-l/iur-,' ftft ft ftro f • 1 ft -V 57170 ft o 77 vi gfl ' oirrcrtT ft, 
TR'DT ft TTT ft WTOn ftj tTKtU ft STITT % TTft- 

TOTfi ft % sr^TT 97 3TV «fapm ftt STTTr 33 % !ST#T TT- 

K^ffa TrTTt-Frttrff % ftTFT & trff | I 

[ft° ft° fto eft 5ft TTR-2 6/76] 
ittto *rr«> TverErra', twr ttNt 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 31st January, 1978 

S.O. 450. — In exercise oF the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 34 of the Indian Ports Act, 1908 (15 of 1908), the 
Central Government, after consulting the respective autho- 
rities appointed under section 36 of the said Act for the 
major ports in India, hereby exempts the vessel R. V. 
“GAVESHANI” belonging to the Council of Scientific and 
Industrial Research and commissioned for oceanographic re- 
search work, from the payment of port-dues, leviable under 
section 33 of that Act at each of the major ports in India 
from the date of publication of this Order in the Official 
Gazette. 

[F. No. PGR-26/76] 
M, R, GATHWAL, Under Secy. 

1 9rRfl 1 9 7 B 

(JHWT7 *tV?t) 

4>T°5iTo 4 5 1 . — “TTTT4 4RT srftffrppq-, 1955 ( 19 5 8 TpT 44) 

•ft wirr 23 tm 2 4 sft ftp gm ft<ff aft 5tpj; {[, srt 
74TtT TFT IWk Vtft Jir ^7 qFcqfTT ftmpr 

qei) qt) wffffr-TT tf° >pro qro 3583, Fqrrlqt 5 ’n=K£TC 
1964 «ft qtftrvra- qrrt gtj ^rftir TiTqrrr r -Ttm qf^^tr tfrz 
TfqT7 TTttUrq, qfirq^rr ft Slftf^vTr Tro quo T1T° 3142, 

fq-rtr 17 feiRn:, 1 9 e 0 Sr ffiTTufft-ftr trk ftvfrsnT qrrft ft, 

: — 

srFtF^TTrr ft r TTftqm THtfV q; sit? 

farftftigTv ft7 wtpr, qtfttr : — 

“qrTr-Tt^wr, jpnift, 7 ( 7 ?^ fqsfntr, ttr^ipt” i 

[^oFTrvtrir^n; ( 1 2 ) / 7 7 rft rr-1] 

T-fPlft fto fftfvr, 5I-3T7 Tlf-R 

New Delhi, the 1st February, 1978 

(Merchant Shipping) 

S.O. 451. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sections 
23 and 24 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1958 (44 of 1958), 
us applied to Sailing Vessels, and in supersession of the noti- 
fication of the Government of India in the late Ministry of 
Transport (Transport Wing) No, S.O. 3583, dated the 5th Octo- 
ber, 1964 the Central Government hereby makes the follow- 
ing amendment in the Notification of the Government of 
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India in the erstwhile Ministry of Transport and Communi- 
cations, Department of Transport No. S.O. 3142, dated the 
17th December, 1960, namely 

In the Schedule to the said notification after the entry re- 
lating to Kakinada, the following shall be added, namely : — 
“Goa— The Surveyor-In-chaigc, Mercantile Marine 

Department Mormugao". 

[No. 5-M.S.R,(12)/77-M A-l] 
SMT. B. NIRMAL, Under Sccy. 

4 TT4Tt, 1978 

VTf arts 452. — tfi'T'siT stfufmPT, 1927 ( 1927 TT 17) 

tttTr 2 (rr) ^ ir ttr pt^trt 

ttt srrdrftTft % triWf T frr trwr ott imt # wmrm 

iftTTT sflf# TT'ift £ I 

[9510 Tt° 2 7 3fo ( l) 7 8] 

fr?f o TrT-YTJ TIT, STTT fffTT 

New Delhi, the 4th February, 1978 

S.O. 452. — In pursuance of Clause (c) of section 2 of 
the Lighthouse Act 1927 (17 of 1927) the Central Govern- 
ment hereby declares Sao George Lighthouse to be a general 
Lighthouse for the purposes of the said Act. 

[F. No. 27D(l)78j 
S. R. RAO, Under Secy. 


fcoffTT -atf* amrrr 

^ 8 TTTtf, 1978 

TT 3-TT. 453. — fTTW •2lf'4'PT i TT, 1957 (1957 Tr 61) 
MRT 3 ^ STUrTT (3) 4 ?TB5 (0-) t) rtt tt- 

1TRT (1) JfRT I^TT TT iptrhiT ttm] fqmVr 3ffV 
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arFTTTT tUtTcTT $ fr^PT 15 faTTE-TL 1977 Til elftl R^UIT TTTTT 

Trl 1 0 11 ( 47 ) / 7 7-^.^. lOft) 4 3lftTWT ^ 

Tn^fTf OrTf-^lTT fTRW 3liV STEfTTT 4 R4,4tt hUtT 

si TTirgV t] s il sru. tt. amTTTT wr Tf V'4 «ii 
fspprrr uiftFSTor 4 ttt it 11 T u ^ttt TTrft' if sriV 

jprrr ^-^nr, rnMim ^ 30 f^rr^rr, 1957 

SltTO^RT T-nsTT 12-173/57-OTr, TT. 0* TTerfetf H T 
31/7 TTqTftPT TTtft f, RETT. :— 

13TT Slftirt^TT HR RSRT 9 R* “«ft 3R7. TFT. 3TRW” 
Ti i^T7T3r 4 fen’ fr^rWhsTfr tut hTVic^t-i t T^uarr 
srPTBT ;— 

■ : '4f 4. ifr. w4*r" 

[EW Rrl 10ll/ 47/77^‘A lUft] 

spsfe ew tt Rfrr 

MINISTRY OF WORKS AND HOUSING 

New Delhi, the 8th February, 1978 

S.O. 453. — in exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) read with clause (g) of sub-scction (3) of Sec- 
tion 3 of the Delhi Development Act, 1957 (Cl of 1957) 
and in supersession of the Ministry of Works & Housing 
Notification No. K-l 101 1 /47/77-UD. 1(B) dated the 15lh Sep- 
tember, 1977 the Central Government hereby appoints Shri 
K. C. Pandeya, Joint Secretary, Ministry of Works and 
Housing as a Member of the Delhi Development. Authority 
in place of Shri R. M. Agruwal, and makes ihe following 
further amendment in the Notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Health No. 12-173 /57-LSG 
dated the 30th December, 1957, namely ; — 

In the said Notification, in the item 9, for the entry 
“Shri R. M. Agrawal” the following entry shall be substitu- 
ted, namely : — - 

“Shri K. C. Pandeya”. 

TNo. K-l 101 1/47/77-UD, J.(B)] 
B. N. MUKHERJEE, Dy. Secy, 


WEE ETfSTT 


(tup mTTti) 

filf fee#, 4 'PTTO, 1978 

we 3tTe 4 5 4. TF>£tRt TOTE MtT #rt (spffTT % fmferT <fik suffer) fETR, 1 965 % fTmt 34 % 1TT4 TfScl fmiR 9 #5 TT- 

fTTIT (2), fvRPT 12 ^5 5JT-fh'TT (2) % ^ (g) fWT 24 % 53T-fTRT (l) TRr HT7T VlRfrUff W JTTR 47# |0; -fliTT TTWr, 

TfTIT rraiTBT (sit, #T (TIT) T( 5rfU^4l H54T gft° Wo (To 620 ^ifl'ttr 28 HVCTft, 1 957 4 PtW^rfet #T tptftU'iT sfTTcT % SErfrf: 

(T) VTBT 2 WSITW Wfl# Stl fPT rf if jfrq' K^frqitiT (VvlT #T Wlf'TT Sfk 37# TtT # JtfrfeTlr % FTET IT 

fn-pnrlrrf^rcT uf# Tfrforf Trit wt'M, wfe — 


1 

0 

3 

^1 

5 

"■3-M7TTR )(T^TTT St-fattm te 5ltT 33% 

57 wTf'TPT 

TFrfTT 5r#tft«fT 

TirraTTP 


rmt 

(i)&(iv) 



nmt (marti'T), ( ttt ttt tYs ) 
TP 7T?T tra^ETT 

T’TTFtT UT frrrTTrrr TTT TTW tT4TT 



TT# 

TTFtTsrTETT 

TOPT TT'WT %■ TBTTri', ^frprr T4ft- 
ffiTT, fTTfeT #UTT 3TFH7, Wf# ITT- 
4# TT^ITT, TBTTTBT itl4#T, TIFT Tf 
TR g rtdTOTT 


Tstt iTflfw wr spar 
TrFuTift 

(i) & (iv) 

TkTtOTtTT frT^TJrTT 

TU'-HIT ^5# p#TK TP9T T7T, EtfitfiPT 

TTST #f(fTTC TW 

43W WlnTT, 7p3T 

tt4t 

hTT Tsft7Rrn TfOT TTOTKlftTOTfr 

1 

5TT37r?nr, ^ftfsRT, ftT'ii’fwr, 
ARf fTT4T JfUr JlfTT, U4T ^'11(77 

rrart TrfmPkr 

# 1477 # mr ^###1 
%4T T7 'IT’ % TTfiPTlf)', 
TTTTtrm tot ttt Urrr tit 
mr 'tar' % TTlwft 

(i) it (iv; 
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(t) "*tft 3 RTEnruT IIat ^ tr”, if vfiw: 'Jtfprrr Etm tat Swttft % otwT, wk aTa sfiarfetrf % isrpr 

tt Er^rRrpjni ?W TfrfetTt onffiTt, : — 


krgT SBFHT, 

JTttAK tfftTWJT 
tfk vt 4 sff?r * 
w^rkr % «Rr tmuf- 
q tr*ft sr 


?tk j-jfrlrmi tw aa ‘ar 4r stfemfr 
wroth Swr fkr for jpt V %■ 
wfEwrfl 


*nfr ?tr wH'itr tprr 
m %’ % 
wrohi trerr awt Pra 
*Ff V % mftprm 


TT*fr ATT WtfkTTl for AIT V % 
trfimfr, wTtTfkr ttraT ffti fa a 
aa at % wltprro 


[4 ° 15 4/3/7 7-WAWm-1 1] 

4f® tariff, APff wATfaTvrT (rrijvrraA) 

MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P & T Board) 

New Delhi, the 4th February, 1978 

S.O. 4J4— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-rule (2) of rule 9, clause (b) of sub-rule (2) of rule 12, and sub-rule (1) of rule 

24, read with rule 34, of the Central Civil Services (Classification, Control and Appeal) Rules, 1965, the President hereby makes the following 
further amendments in the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Communications (Posts and Telegraphs) No. S.R.O. 
620 dated the 28th February, 1957, namely : — 

In the Schedule to the said notification — 

(a) in “Part-I I— General Central Service, Group C”, after the heading “Telephone Districts and Sub Divisions of Telephone Districts” 
and the entries thereunder, the following heading and entries shall be inserted, namely : — 

1 

“Office of the Genoral Manager, Advanced 
Level Telecommunications Training 
Centre and other Offices under . his 
jurisdiction. Office Superintendent . 


3 


5 


General Manager 


General Manager. All 

Member (Adminis- 
tration) Posts and 
Telegraphs Board 

Deputy General (i) to (iv) 

General Manager. 

Manager Director. 

Deputy General All 

General Manager. 

Manager, Director 

Divisional Engineer; (i) to (iv) 

Deputy General 

Chief Accounts 

Manager; 

Officer. 

Director. 

Divisional Engineer; All 

Deputy General 


Staff in higher and lower selection grade or Deputy General 
on identical scale of pay, Junior Engineer, Manager; Director 
Repeater Station Assistant, Auto Exchange. 

Assistant, Wireless Operator Selection 
Grade, Draftsman 

Time-Scale Clerk, Telecommunications Ac- Divisional Engineer; 
counts Clerk, Telephone Operator, Draftsman, Chief Accounts Officer Chief Accounts 
Ferro-printer, Technician Lorry Driver, Officer 

Motor Driver, Engine Driver. 

Officer of Telegraph (t) to (iv) 
Engineering sorvicc, 

Oroup B ; Officer of 
Indian Posts and Tele- 
graphs Accounts 
and Finance Service 


Manager; 

Director 

Divisional Engineer; 
Chief Accounts 
Officer. “ 


Group B. 

(b) in “Part III — General Central Service, Group D”, after the heading “Telephone Districts and Sub-Divisions of Telephone 
Districts" and the entries thereunder, the following heading and entries shall be inserted, namely : — 

2 3 4 5 


1 


" Office of the General Manager, Advanced 
Level Telecommunications Training Centre 
and other Offices under his jurisdiction. 

All posts 


Officer of Telegraph 
Engineering Service 
Group B; Officer 
of Indian Posts and 


Officer of Telegraph 
Engineering Service 
Group B; Officer 
of Indian post and 


All 


Telegraphs Accounts Telegraphs accounts 
and Finance Service and Finance service. 
Group B. Group B. 


Officer of Telegraph 
Engineering Service, 
Group A; Officer 
of Indian posts and 
Telegraphs Accounts 
and Finance service 
Group A." 


[No. 1 54-3/77-Disc. II 
P. K. MUKHERJEE, Asstt. Director General (Disc)). 



(/'TiTr 1 1 — «rr*r ;i(ii)] 

(iir-mT *)i) 

Rf 7 R^Wf, 1 97 s 

Wo WD 455 — 7To WN Wfr <527, fwfat 

8 RT#, 1 9 60 JTT.r T1R fiprr rit RTTfflR RTT blRR, 1951 *t? 
fRRR 434 % <97 HI % kr (7l) % RRRrT YTR-RTT R^rfaRflT; 
if g*rpT ”flRtR ks R fwfa? 1-3-73 <f RRrpRR Tf 5Timft 
BTR TRR 9.1 fWTT £ I 
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«fr rrtrrt: (ttriwh) % 7«w<. *J, gw sfafaRR tY wnr 

2 3 «ik 24 % WRTRR RT7RR1R TIW if Tffag fgwnw 
RtRfTUlT/lF fa RfRRT/jWRf RRT fcw rRTRlr, lift aWIRW <j7t TT 
RTR ft Si RTT <t gw «T<TVf $ Vlffa HI9«<14. RfaW RlfW 
RT7 ip f<Rf wfr WrfwRT ffiRRT i I 

[r° i(2)/fa7fa Jrt/ 7 s — wffaw-11] 
7| o RTiqtff, 9 -.0 R-l I4M VI 4 W 


'*Tfi ;7 W fJTTT^ : R7WRV 1 8, 1 07 6/313 29, 18 9 9 


[R7RT 5-6/78-370^3031] 
nro rt° 7k, fw? rYrt (I) 

(P & T Board) 

New Delhi, the 7th February, 1978 

S.O. 455. — In pursuance of p.ira (a) of Section III of 
Rule 434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced by 

S.O. No. 627 dated 8th March, 1960, the Director General 
Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specified the 1-3-1978 as the date 
on which the Measured Rate System will be introduced in Ullal 
Telephone Exchange, Karnataka Circle, 

[No. 5-6/78-PHB ] 
P. N. KAUL, Director Phones (E) 


New Delhi, the 31st January, 1978 

S.O. 457. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub- 
section (2) of Section 34 of the Displaced Persons (Compen- 
sation & Rehabilitation) Act, 1954 (44 of 1954) the Chief 
Settlement Commissioner hereby delegates to the Collector, 
Sriganganagar District (Rajasthan) appointed as Settlement 
Commissioner vide Government of India, Department of 
Rehabilitation Notification of even number dated the 31st Janu- 
ary, 1978 his powers under Sections 23 and 24 of the said 
Act for the purpose of passing necessary orders under these 
Sections in respect of the acquired evacuee properties/agri- 
cultural lands /shops and vacant sites forming part of Ihe 
Compensation Pool in the State of Rajasthan. 

[No. 1(2)/Spl. Cell/78-SS.JI] 
J. CHAKRABARTY, Chief Settlement Commissioner 


irwmJT 


(ymfa firm) 

iff 30^33/1, 1078 

WoJRo 45 0. — fasRfW <0*1% RVTiRR wttrfaRR, 1 950 ( 1950 
3 1 ) tY RlTT 0 id gRSTci ( 1 ) irrr RRri srfwRf to RRfa 
W.fr J17, <JgfrR fUfTT T Tfifr ffTRT, B,R faRRT *r RftTRT WtiRif 

rtrw % w Jf 701 } trc t| «fl rr° <fIo f<r«r tt) gw wttr- 
fipnr ira m g<r% vsffa <m wfRgeiTTr % w®ft w fr-qtw ww 
gg crrY % fan fagJr ?w vfvpgRR gn; (ftm vrt 
vf»rrw*P, fVfw RRrfrr % w Jr ttott rrtr % fa^w wat 
I i 

• [ffo l( 2 6)/MR<frr/7 7-ir l T‘> n.R°-II] 

<flRT RTR VffDir, RRW fitivK. 

MINISTRY OF SUPPLY AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Rehabilitation) 

New Delhi, the 30th January, 1978 

S.O. 456. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Sub- 
Section (1) of Section 6 of the Administration of Evacuee 
Property Act, 1950 (XXXI of 1950), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby appoints Shri M. P. Misra, an officer working 
In this Department as Assistant Settlement Commissioner, as 
Additional Custodian of Evacuee Property for the States to 
which the aforesaid Act applies for the puipose of discharg- 
ing the duties imposed on such Additional Custodian by or 
under the said Act with immediate effect. 


wrkr 

ferrft, 2 GfWWIT, 1977 

W°srTo 45 8 . — ksflR RTTre TPT $ far $R% gRTR 3 

Jj fafgike fagg % gk Jr greffa unw fagg, gftw 

% s 4 tr Jr <r «(5 fJra>siiifr vYr gh^r irRir.yt % afhi 
671 vWlftirr fimi fwhPT I ; 

tfk RTTrrc gw fwre tY Rruffiritw % ftrtr fwftm 

Trwr RtB<fTrr untirf) ^ ; 

WR:, VR, vWlfllTl f77P4 RfSTfaRR, 1 947 (l047 W 
14) 7ft RTTT 771 vk «KT 1 0 tY gRRITT (l) % <TT (v) 
ffITT HRfT UltwRl 77 RtflR 777^ jjtf, 71'ffq I1 17, H qVtftlRTl 

vfvwrr Rftn- vrtfr ^ <fknf)g vfswfr Rfo % 0 

piR, fdiRW <jwttr? n ybir nk gw tY gw 

rftvtfnTt vfawyr 71 ) RrrtrfkiqR ^ fw rRsfy.tT wrf) ^ i 

Ttn nr#t ttv fwR % sur-u^cr Rfr grr jsrfkwf 
TIT, *TT<T ift% gRTWRir J( Rtf <BTV Jlkuf 

ftRt, RiRwiq^< ir Rkfr Jr vwc tirY ^ 7.i1.ri( gr nf i Pw 

| I Rfff, Wf $ TUfTTC fwt R7JR1R % $77tm; | ? 

7 >r<fo 1 fiR-Ro 2 


[No. 1 (26)/Spl. Cell /77-SS. Ill 
D. N, ASTJA, Jt. Director 

gf fkcfl, 31 RPTrJV, 1978 

TiT^VI 0 4 5 7. — fkRTfRR rarfw (af?17T RRT ’JRRk') VfV- 
ffiRR, 1954 ( 1954 73 44 ) tY SRI 34 tY gRWTTT ( 2) 

jm rwt vfwtfi w jtrtr ttr^t fT <jw wfmw rtrw 
jrrr, mu rttut, rwIr fkTRT tY oh 4<W7. vftt^wT fwk 
3 i|77fr, 1 978 BrtT wrkru- VIR[W % W Jf DpTW ftlTr 


1 


2 


1 . -sf) rYu MYtt tfr bw< 

^renurn: 

2. Vt 4(91 4/) RVW 

3 . 'TlRpngJ^t lilMR/kp 

4. 8 ft gRVTR „ 

5 vt WT« RTR^ „ 


1. *ff7frTMR? URIC 

5gT RTT 7 1 7 1 r 

2. 'k W< RVT1T 


3. »4t RVRT RTtTT fwfJTR/^WT 

4. eft tfkn RTRR1 „ 

5 . ’sftwrjt^) „ 
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(j- 

»-Tt 3ft 'RTTr 

tfr 

G. Mt qfto tJEfft 


(5. 

dt Rid qmr 

f^ftT'T/d’TE ti. 

dr <rRra*r 

7. 

3 sfV *ffa r T j , 

7. 'TOT 


7- 

<1 

>, 7- 

dnreEny M 

a. 

xfrroq ott 

8- tft Errft 

n 

8, 

>■41 f(W 

„ 8. 

drg^sfoft (ii 

9. 


8. sjft wm 

;j 

9- 

5 -Tt TITR’ 

9- 

dr^mtr 

10. 

1 1. 

f -fr wrfatT 

Sj ft UJI 51 , 1 

1 0. ’sfr sunyfr 

1 1- -ifr Ser 

ii 

jy 

10. 

Efl^ 

4f RtHt ETf 

jt 

„ 10- 

dr droR q'ltRi 

1 2. 

aft ETvfPTT'T 

1 2. wfftfti 

>> 

1 1. 

dr ft£r 

„ 11. 

dr frit drftrR 

1 3. 

E?RT 

>ifr ?Rt „ 

1 3. dt tiiwt 

D 

12. 

«ft 5EE5T JRTtfi 

„ 12. 

dr TDta ^41 

1 4. 

s 4f ttHwir „ 

14. «fr fftfE trtf 

u 

13. 

dl eptt dlTr 

„ 13. 

dr ttiEpr 

15. 

«ft fttfproErjr „ 

1 5. fff TTlyfeT 

1 ; 

T 4. 

dr (At, »r 

„ 14, 

drdARTdr Errjt 


rfr 'To 3 

1 

TpT ?To 4 

2 

— 


i- dr faqTCR 

arndfipEt vm'R 

TEST 




i. trkwpr f^rm tfftwRr i. «ft tr^h^r! err 
ftt jj i 4 f4*;i pt err 

2- ■‘TTErj^^T ETO 2. WET 

3. «fr 5’JSTTpfr %i[m / 3 . >44 rfto wntft ftrfa mj 

Ilct E4R '■'. M f 

4. Tt m-.W'T 4 .si ,, 4. v -ft d - 4 *1 1 2^' >1 

s. i '4tgter^(i) „ 5 . «ff f^rfSTf ^fte 


2. tft £t“ TEIr t|ft 

3- Tt ^rferfr irfcpmr yrf q-pRr 

4. tftaft *fto qiwr 

5. «fER?ft ^tro Error 


[irwr EETo-420 1 1 ( 2 3 ) / 7 (3-®t°-2 (sfto)] 
pn Irqr ufimfr 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 26th December, 1977 

S.O. 458 — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in relation to 
the management of the Food Corporation of India, Orissa Region and their workmen in respect of the matter specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication, 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A, and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10, of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of which Shri B.K, Behera shall be the Pre- 
siding Officer, with headquarters at Bhubaneshwar and refers the said dispute for adjudication to the said Tribunal. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of the Food Corporation of India in refusing employment in the Food Storage Depot, Jagan- 
athpur, to the workmen whose names are given in the Annexurc below is justified ? If not, to what relief are these; workmen entitled ? 

ANNEXURE 



Gang. No. 1 



Gang. No. 2 


1. Shri D. Chcniya Reddy 

Sardar 

1 , Shri G. Rajendra Raddy 

Sardar 

2. „ 

Dama Sethi. 

Supervisor 

2- „ 

Sankar 

Mondal 

3. „ 

Sr. Mutyalu Raddy 

Mondal 

3. „ 

Nanda Patra 

H/Labour 

4- 

Sr. Jagannath Raddy 

H /Labour 

4. „ 

Benia Naik 

JJ 

5. „ 

R. Masanu Raddy 


5. „ 

Day a Sethi 

»» 

6. „ 

G. Punnya Raddy 


<3- .. 

G. Tulsi Raddy 


7. „ 

Mohan Naik 


7. „ 

Parama Sethi 

J J 

8. 

Charana Dass 


8. „ 

Daitari 

M 

9. „ 

Raibari Behara 


9. „ 

Sarbeswar 


10. „ 

Arakhit Behara 


10. „ 

Dasarathi 

J J 

11. „ 

Ragbu Mahakud 


H. 

Baidhar 

M 

12. „ 

Kasinath Behera 


12. fi 

Dayanidhi 

U 

13. „ 

Hari Muduli 


13, „ 

Bhaskar 

J t 

14. „ 

Radcheshyam 


14. „ 

Harihar Sahoo 


15. „ 

Netrananda Sahu 


15. „ 

Parikhit 
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Gang, No. 3 


Gang. No. 4 


1 . Sri Gourshyam Biswal— alias Niranjan Biswal 

Sardar 

1. Sri Arakh it Sethi 

Sardar 

2, Sri Dhanu Bchera 

Mondal 

2. Sri Damodar Das 

Mondal 

3. Sri Dandapani Sethi 

H/Labour 

3. Sri B. Apana Raddy 

H/Labour 

4. Sri Narayan Sethi 

If 

4. Sri Udaya Nahak 

II 

5. Sri Surendra Sethi (i) 

H 

5. Sri Bijuli Nalk 

ll 

6. Sri Mani Nayak 

II 

6. Sri Pati Ram 

1 1 

7. Sri Banchha Behera 

II 

7. Sri Mahantar Sethi 

»* 

8. Sri Juria Behera 

!» 

8. Sir Surendra Sethi (ii) 

!» 

9 , Sri Padan Charan Sahoo 

»» 

9. Sri Kailash 

fl 

10, Sri Bholi Sahu 

II 

10. Sri Birbar Nayak 

II 

11. Sri Trinath Sethi 

II 

11. Sir Dola Gobind 

II 

12. Sri Banchha Muduli 

II 

12. Sri Rajendra Jena 

M 

13. Sri Dhana Behara 

11 

13. Sri Madhab 

II 

14. Sri Trinath Lenka 

II 

14. Sri Banamali Sahoo 

M 


Ancillary Workers 


1. Sri Dibakar Panda 


4 . Smt. B. Papamma. 


2. Sri D. Rajedra Raddy 


5. Smt. R. Saramma. 


3. Sri Banbchri alias Durga Ch. Panda. 





[No. L-42011(23)/76-D.II(B.l 
HARBANS BAHADUR, Doak Officer 


21 XTTOft, 1978 

tfto WT° 4 5 9 — TO: TOtTO XR $ fa 

3TH5 XPJ^ft Jr fafxfa<£ fiTOf T 41t h ITTXtfpT SpITO 4TXT 
faro Jr 5 r*nrrR 5 r Jr roro fwuf'PT tffx <toJ; rofarcf Jr 4W 
tprr f*r<4i*r fatpro 

wk to Jrrjffa *tx*tx <jto front xrt sTrerfafar Jr faff, 

(-p/Tym xtxxt ®rt®#T totoV |[; 

ART:, TO, »MP I T. fTOTT trftlfTTO, 1947 (l947 fT 14) 
Hit HTXT 7V tik STRT 10 «pf r3X3TTXr ( 1 ) Jr ap* (q-) 3 TCT 

tort nrfafar tt rok roJ go;, JxfR ux^rx <105411x1 tpp tfltfr- 

Pitr nfnxrxnr xfw xrrtft $ fatfa 'ffafafa srfaxrirft «ft Jr® 
JproTxtm ffn, farox tjwtto row Jf 3 P 1 T tffx tow frorc vr 
< 3 TO wfatfror trfaroxr iff rtx(Vtto Jr faq Mflro roaf $ 1 

«W& 

'>111 xix-Tr xftro «fan faro Jr whw tt (i) *rf 

roiqfa, xnjnr^r, tost xrofair qjxr(,-i 1 tftx (ii) 

«fr wmkFroi, n^rroi nK fro^nr, WTflrrfkr, xrt 

(m (l f T TOX XX Jl TOXOX XTXffl -4 I m i 1-* n ^ ? 

qfe qgf, eft tottx fart wjrfa % ?rox j V 

[TOOT rpr®- 17012 / 2/7 74 ^ 0.4 (tj° )] 
rot <n<a, i<,xr ttfrooxf 

New Delhi, the 21st January, 1978 
ORDER 

S.O. 459. — Whereas the Central Government is of opi- 
nion that an industrial dispute exists between the employers 
in relation to the management of Life Insurance Corporation 
of India and their workmen in respect of the matters spe- 
cified in the Schedule hereto annexed ; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable 
to refer the said dispute for adjudication ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 7A and clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of which 
Shri K. Selvaratnam shall be the Presiding Officer with 
hearquarters at Madras and refers the said dispute for adjudi- 
cation to the said Tribunal. 

260 GI/77— 9 


SCHEDULE 

Whether the management of LIC of India are justified 
in denying the grant of special increments to (i) Shri 
Ganapathy, Assistant, Divisional Office, Madurai-II 
and (ii) Shri Iyyemperumal, Assistant, Branch Office, 
Tuticorin ? If not, to what relief are the concerned 
workmen entitled ? 

[No. L-17012(2)/77-D.IV(A)] 
NAND LAL, Desk Officer 

^ fitter, 30 TOnrO) 1978 

ro° wt° 46o. — Jrofa ttxxtx iff <r? xpt $ fa ft? xtrtwr- 
T* Wtt Jr xfamx x?r xft 4?, pjtox- 

TOTJxt tffafaTO, 1948 ( 1948 xtr 1 1) J; xnfpr faro xft 
^TfgT; 

to:, to, wfafanr xft eject 27 itxt tott xrfJrot ro 
a 41*141 xrxJ 1 JT/ TTO xfaxTx xrt ^xtr iffafaTO iff u-^m) Jr 
ittx 1 if Jr erxJ sttvpt xt Jdf ^ 1 

W WffajTOl % XOTTO if MXillM x?r trrffa Jt rotr 

qiTO 'TTX ^TfT iff TOftr iJr TOTlro XX XT ’TOtf fjxff ’•ft 

eqfro Jr trro rrrtJxf xr xx trxxxx srxi fJnx fjnrr 

HT^TT l 

[tmu^ro 32017 ( l)/74-4RXiJorfVo(tp»roroF^o)] 


New Delhi, the 30th January, 1978 

S.O. 460. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that the minimum rates of wages should be fixed under the 
Minimum Wages Act, 1948 (11 of 1948) in respect of em- 
ployment In Redoxide Mines. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 27 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby 
gives notice of its intention to add the said employment to 
Part I of the Schedule to the said Act. 

Any suggestions or objections which may be re- 
ceived from any person in respect of the said addition on 
or before the expiry of a period of four months from the 
date of publication of this notification in the Official Gazette, 
will be considered by the Central Government. 


[No. S. 32017(l)/74-WC(MW)] 
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*To j(To 4 61- — forfa TOR fo TPT I fa tffoTTi *»r^rT 

ft Fr^fFsr'Pf fo urn jorjfo totrfto, 1948 (ibis tt 
1 1 ) ft ttdfo tDFjfo fo Feet fo tot ^TFfo ; 

•m-., m, ftfora Brqnr, ttt xtfirfto fo am 27 jut 
STTri toto tt ;pfm tor jr, tfi prq'nrR fo, xtfitFraE 
fo xpj*pfo ft 'rpt 1 ft fo?ft % xrfo xtrura fo tfrcrr ftfo ft 1 

fift Fufo xfatfo xto iprrfo to fo tut fo? ^rft fo *kft 
fftftf ttrfipT ft, TPUcr *1 to xrftnjiraT % itoh fo tops ft 
«ir tore fo xrafft % xrtoto fo rrr tor trt fo, foto 
8 FA- 1 J fft^TT tofo I 

[fto 3 2 0 1 7 ( l)/77-l*?!j;‘>lfte(iPToTSfq'o)] 
for vm wnr^T, tt trfto 

S.O. 461. — Whereas the Central Government is of opi- 
nion that the minimum rates of wages should be fixed tinder 
the Minimum Wages Act, 1948 (11 of 1948) in respect of 
the employments in l.ateritc Mines. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 27 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby 

f ives notice of its intention to add the said employment to 
art I of the Schedule to the said Act. 

Any suggestions and objections which may be reeived 
from any person in respect of the said addition on or before 
the expiry of a period of four months from the date of 
ublication of this notification in the Official Gazette, will 
e considered by the Central Government. 

[No. S-320 17(1) /77- WC(MW)1 
HANS RAJ CHHABRA, Dy. Secy. 

tofa 

mr° atrto 4 6 2. — toft Ttora fopjfo ft ftofto ffofo 
fo itTim to for, Braf ft ftftfar Frafafo for toft totor 
ft to fofofto Frrrr ftto torn; xflwrfto xrfimw, ifrsfo 
% ipm toto ft; 

xfrx to to fom, xpri ft tofto totoi ft, 

ftototo iprtofftfo ft toT fofofto xrffftoUT rrrfo ft xflfoito 
Wfttoto fto 2, to*rt ftt XRrW toft ft f=pr, Ffo STPimt 
trim jf ft, fto to to to ft trtotfo xto to to Ttoto ftnsr 
JCnrt fo fof ifftfo to 

xra:, xk, fttor tornr, fofofto fforr wfafftto 1947 
(1947 trr 1 4 ) fo tttoT 3 :i-«r fo Tram ( 1 ) forr trem 
jrfaifo *ft tom toft §<r, Tto form ft ftftfor totoffoff fo 
tflfofto xffwrer, tfraf ft irm ftftt ft xto for Tra xrly-ffttor 
fo srrtr 7-4t ft wtftrr FTfer ftWtffo xrrmcmT tfo 2 , 
ftt, jftrtm wm tjrfo ft ft, xmrfcr ttTi ft mn fftfor 
ftft ft fft xfaitffor xr^RTorr, rpfo ft<> 2 mt=r 'rrforf^ftf 
it tjftf tnm ft ^TfoTift sffoT, fo»r qr ft 3 ft xrmfor ft! 
ft tfh: foVr ft rmtTR mwr to tor 1 

ft j xnfotfto fftrm ft mswr 

75 «rrr ftt 3 ft xp^ rt- 12025 / 8 / 75 - for for, trstm qrmfor 
22 #Tf-IT tro, rnffo iji?| ft smrtmr xfo 

22 - 4-75 for fo qrftirn: 

mle.0, R 4-x 0 ft 

srfftfftfrr 3for qrfop: 1 

forwtetr fora 

"m\ fort fo, wfi qrrqftra, ^raf, ft trarfol ftr, »fr 

trH 0 n TbfrffoTT ftt, *TT*TT 0IP4T ft eoft 


wTtofor fttft ft qfforrrtFTRT 14 forrar, 1974 
ft 3for Ttrar ft fforFm qrrft ft to 
to 'V'mmitj 3fo to tor iprato ft toqrR arm 
wraimriiT srm ftr ft ftft ft fftp fft 3hft mr ijukt- 
47 sr fo tprrr to ft to fo fo 

to t, ?,r> toR fo qrrfoTto to to mratto S ? 
to to fo, TFT foTTT to TF'ffm ept to 17 %" '■ 

[to itit- 1202 5 / 9/7 5-fo-II-n] 
mtofitr tmie, 3 rt rtto 


ORDER 

S.O. 462. — Whereas the industrial dispute between the 
employers in relation to Dcna Hank, Bombay and their 
workmen in respect of matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed is pending before the Central Government 
Industrial Tribunal, Bombay, 

And whereas a proposal has been received from the 
workmen represented by the Dena Bank Workers’ Organi- 
sation, Bombay for transfer of the proceedings in the 
dispute from the said Industrial Tribunal Bombay to the 
Industrial Tribunal No. 11, Bombay to which the manage- 
ment Dena Bank and Dena Bank Workers’ Organisation. 
Bombay have no objection ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of section 33-B of the Industrial Disputes 
Act. 1947 (14 of 1947) the Central Government hereby 
withdraws the proceedings in relation to the said dispute 
from the Industrial Tribunal, Bombay and transfers the 
same to the Industrial Tribunal No. II. Bombay, wiih 
headquarters at Bombay constituted under section 7A of 
the said Act and directs that the said Industrial Tribunal 
Bombay No. II shall proceed with the same proceeding? 
from the stage at which they arc transferred to it and dis- 
pose of (he same according to Law. 

SCHEDULE 

Dispute No. Order No. Parties to the dispute 

CGIT 22 of 75 L-l 2025/8/75., D. Management of the Dena 

II. A. dt. 22-4-75 Bank, Herd Office Bombay 
and their workmen repre- 
sented by the Dena Bank 
workers organisation, 
Bombay. 

MATTERS IN DISPUTE 

“Whether the Hctions of the management of Dena 
Bank, Head Office, Bombay, in refusing employ- 
ment to Shri B. L. Nayak, Cashier in their 
Vashind Branch, from Ihe 14th September, 1974 
consequent upon his transfer from their Thann Btn.nch 
and subsequently insisting on collection of trans- 
fer memo by the workman from (heir Regional 
Office, this being the pre-condition to allow 
him to resume work at his new Headquarters, 
are legal and justified. If not to what relief is 
the said workman entitled 7” 

[No. L-l 2025/8 /75-D. II. A] 
MODISH PRASAD, Under Secy. 

T. ffoto", |( 1 TT4 T , 19 78 

qrro ?tro 4 6 3. — *ra: fttor Wtxttt ftr tofo fom ft 
fft foft nrfftT fterq nn»r foiifotoir ^m, r -^rz fto 
to to nto ;toto)' (to) tofo- 67 , wi 1 wm ft 

Tfrirs ffttorT for fohnffon fo ffiprevr ^ra nr rarrur 
fo fo % far to tor wto ftor for/ irforfo ^uiptr xrftrfftira, 
1952 ( 1952 Tf 19) ft TTTFtT TTT WT94 fo XTTiJ [to; 5rfo 

tofor; 
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HRH <pr : prwpf is, 197 8/m«r 29 , isos 


['HR II — <JR 3 ( ii )] 

hh m. 74=r wrufew sfr arRt i vi tmRr ( 4 ) srt 

pth »rfaH?n tc jfir t‘- 4 g p %vfR httr hhh wfaFpiR' 4 

I'PT'tJ PIPTn Tt HR; TTijV £ I 

’Xn wftnj^TiT ;n htht, 1 1 » 7 e w irh gt Hrwir hrri ' 1 
[4° pHo ;i 5 0 1 s ( f) 5 ) / 7 7-4 f opts o-l|] 


New Delhi, the 31st January, 1978 

S.O. 463, — Whereas it appears to the Central Govern- 
ment that the employer and the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs Nasik 
Metal and Engineering Works, Plot No. 17-C, Govern- 
ment Industrial Estate, Katldivli (West! Bombay-67 have 
agreed that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 
1952), should be made applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section I of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the thirty first day of August, 1976. 

[No. S. 3J01K/95/77-PF.-I1I 


w° sn o 4 64 — trrjr'pT httr rNr) wfaerr Mu hV 
TTltf HWU Xtfafnpn, 19 S3 (it) 5 2 TT 1ft) Tl cfRT 6 % 
surer sirr hth ntfawfi tt stmiy jp, 

if HPHHT HRT 4R4 % HUHR 1 f*PTtq , T, 1 ft 7 ft ft HHU HIFRT- 
TR IfRTfVH rrag (STT^?T) fttfe, Mfap, 

pRs, rrgr^Fff %**r pr, xtrtht, *R*<-6f>, fircm (t) *mrcV 

HUHT, fiHin'PRHT pR, JRtrf 4k (;>) 79, qrsplT, 5|T§arr?> 

WTfTH Hkj tfmTTFT PIT, ennreTTK- | 5 f*HR TTHTt SfiT^TR 

rft hfwrfHfr £, urt nsrm Tt tprt % trhTJrtff % F*rp 
fafaPTO HR?) I I 

[ho ITHO 3 5 0 l S ( 9 7 ) / 7 7-Tt otrefi 0 -l | ( j i ) ] 


S.O, 464. — In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 
1952), the Central Government, after making necessary 
enquiry into the matter, hereby specifies with ellect from 
the first day of September, 1976 the establishment known 
as Messrs Ahmedabad Industries and Investment (Private) 
Limited Sarvodaya Industrial Esttea, Mahakali Caves 
Road, Chakala. Bombay-69 including its brunches at 

(1) Vaswani Mansion, Dinshaw Va'hha Road, Bombay and 

(2) 79, Vastrcpur, Ambewadi, Office Surcndru Manguldas 
Road, Ahmedabad-1 5, for the purposes of tbe said proviso. 

[No. S. 35018/97 /77-PF.-II(ii)] 


w° an a 465. — fin: thM ttHit «p> nr tTHbr jot if 
fft 4 h4 4h, 5 - 9 -ss, tEht Mr pit, jhRRPf, 4rar 

wm 4 HTCJ FpPWT tflP TJTHTfkff ^ ffiJHnPT CT 515 77 
HtRH St fif | Ft t4hr) 'tTfaMT Fpfa hIt 5n44 Xtftr- 

ffi'FT 1952 ( 19 5 2 Tt 1 9) % UPXFiT TTT HITPH 4) HR 
frp HTP “5 1 HtH 1 

WH: HR, HTT nfafppiT Tt URt I OTtJKt ( 4 ) TRT 
HTH HfHHtfr TT Jr') t T Tip $P HPTR HHH hMMP % 

mRHJ WT HTPTH r't HR t I 

Hf'JiJHHr I WPH, 197 6 Tl 5RH gf HHSft HTPift I 
[if o pHu 3 5 0 1 9 ( -t 0 H ) / 7 7-9 1 T opts- If] 


S.O. 46S. — Whereas it appears to the Central Govern- 
ment that the employer and the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known as Messrs Dolton 
Press, 5-9-88, Public Garden Road, Hyderabad, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees' Provident Funds 
and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
should be made applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 
force on the first day of April, 1976. 

[No. S. 3 501 9(408) /77-PF-I1] 

**Jh 

Wo W(0 4 96. — PH %HfBr HPTK HI Pg PrftP jtRTr | 

fT HH4 “TH^t pRTHrjRTT, 6, ?qmF5 pfkqT, 

WifT Tfy, ftPI, PPhIt-IN HRT FTTPH 4 HUTS' 

fhifnpp wrwf'.plr *fr pgH«qr pth it hthh fft 
^ hr prPHTTt fnfsr Jt^iR otthj 'ffftjfppp, 1952 

(1952 w is) 4 Hwtr 314 m hr Ftp HT4 

XHT: HP, HTT Hf'jfppp T( HRt 1 HPtJRT ( 4 ) JUT 
STH HfpHTf TT PPR THt JP H7TR TTT XrftTfHHH % 

TTffif'-J 314 HPm W HR TTlft | I 

9? 1 fH^rpt, 1 9 77 TT PfJH HHTfl HTpif) I 

[Ho ptTo 3 5 0 1 9 ( 4 I 0 ) / 7 7-9) oppi o-T I ( i ) ] 


S.O. 466. — Whereas it appears to the Central Govern- 
ment that the employer and the majority of the employees 
in relation to the establishment known us Messrs Salien- 
dra Enterprises, 6, Dyavasandra Industrial Area, While- 
field Road, Mahudevapura Post, Bangalore-48, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), 
should be made applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies Ibe provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into 

force on the first day of September, 1977. 

[No. S. 3 50 1 9(41 0) /77-PF-TI (i)] 

VT°WTt> 4 67. — ^Rr’fP HWTT THTR) Vlfasq Mb' sftv 
HHtFHHfHffiPH', 1952 ( 19 52 W 19) T) RRf 6 % tRFT'RHJT 
TRT JTRT Vrf^HRfY TT 5FTR THT ^p, HT^J ftHH 4 !tmW HiH 
TTH ^ HTTPi; 1 1977 4 4 h 4 H4Hr prrHTT^iN', 

’mrantrs' TRIF-itH pfRtT, HtTtR P?fPf PIT, PBH, 

4hh‘Fp- 4S HTHT RTTHH Tt TTfH qyrgi; % HHrHHf ^ fHH fqfH- 
ftTR T3.ifr | I 

[4u_ pH® 35019 ( 410 )/ 77 - 3 ) oppi-II ( ii )] 


S,0. 467.— In exercise of the powers conferred by the 
first proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the 
Central Government, after making necessary enquiry into 
the matter, hereby specifies with ellect from the first day 
of September, 1977, the establishment known as Messrs 
Shailendra Enterprises, 6, Dyavasandra Industrial Area, 
Whilefield Rond, Mahadevnpura, Post, Bangalore-48, for the 
purposes of the said proviso. 

[No, S. 35019(410)/77-P. F. ITtiifi 
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no 3 ?t o 4 6 s. — ffRirfir ri. 1 ftftr 

JTlM trfMffflTr, 1 952 ( 1 9S2 Iff 10) ill tfltf 6 % 

iT«nr 17751 am smr vrfiffif n iifn 17% gn, rrcia fail 
if tmvffi irfa- it:?) % imff i rt4, 1977 & fa 7iff‘* P3 T 
if- mq^ fe i Fiftf i$fff (parr farm, ffm 
if Riff itrji % srifarfff % fnr fafafacff imfr f 1 

[ffo ffffo-35019( 418)/77-'Tf ot[1!oIIJ 


S.O. 468.— In exercise of the powers conferred by the first 
proviso to section 6 of the Employees' Provident Funds and 
MisceUaneoas Provisions Act, 1932 (19 of 1952), the Central 
Government, after making necessary enquiry into the matter, 
hereby specifies with effect from the 1st day of March, 
1977 the establishment known as Messrs The Ramnkrishna 
Cements Cooperation Stores Limited, Macherla, Guntur Dis- 
trict for the purposes of the said proviso. 

(No. S. 350/418/77-PF-II(ii)] 


1TT° 8TT° 4 60. — HIT! It-sTlI RTIffT! Iff 9^ l^fff ?(fffT ^ 
far ffqtf rTRPTOTfTr wfa shirto it-un^fti HfrnTRf ffttett, 
TT o 2 0-Rfo, cIRHSZliTr TlUTs, 1 I ti tiff, faltffi 9IR1 IFfR 
hut: fliff RRiff Rrnffr RH- R fa ff t, rut wtr tf W3 
fafftTI iftt nfanffcrf HJRW w TO TT R^Hff 7TT (fa | 
fir mfanfaf ifacff faflr fak stiffa Rffiptr vftTfRiff, 1952 
( 1952 IT 19) % RII^R Riff HTTffiT If RFJ flfi Rfa 

Iff: WST, Riff WftrfffRR it JTRT 1 1) RffiffTri ( 4 ) ITTT 
ffitTT irfaffiff Iff JTJffJT 17xf gff ifcjfa STIR Riff XTfafRRff 
% RW Riff F9Tffff iff RTT[ IPtfff 1 1 

H?( WftPJTrffr 3 1 ffffa, 1977 iff ff^Tf 5$ RRlff RTcnffl 
[ffo tfffo 35019(426)/77-'ffot(T»IIJ 


S.O. 469.— Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in rela- 
tion to the establishment known as Messrs Ramanatlukara 
Kesheera Vyavasaya Co-operative Society Limited, No. 20- 
D. Ramanatlukara Post Office, Calicut, including its branch 
at Ferook College Post Office, have agreed that the provi- 
sions of the Employees’ Provident Funds and Miscellaneous 
Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable 
to the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central Gov- 1 
eminent hereby applies the provisions of the said Act to the 
said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the thirty-first day of July, 1977. 

[No. S. 35019 /426/77-PF. II] 

ItTo *TT° 47 0. — Hff: ifatff RTIffX iff qi? STfffff glffT ff 
fit ^RR ffto ffo v-d In 1 sx ff, lOO-ff^o fato tffo (37TT) 

gfffiiffrff- 2 , inn: wm if torts fatffati nk nfanfvrf iff 
RJRRffi Tff Hlff qr R$ffff ?> fff | far nRnff ifaeff fafa 
*fk Jlfatfa Rqjpff WffffffUT, 1952 (l952 Iff 19 ) % RffTTff 
Riff TffPTff If RffiT farrr arfa nfat]; 

wff: wi, Riff uforfaw fat trm 1 iff rtottt ( 4 ) n^r 
ffffiff irfafffaf iff trim irff faRffa roit rir wftjfnw % 
rti^ Riff pm? iff rfj; in iff £1 

9? 1 IRlff, 1977 iff T|TT ff RRlfl RTC^ifl | 

[is ifffo 3 5 0 1 9 ( 4 3 5 )/ 7 7-Hf 0 ((To II] 


S.O. 470. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in re- 
lation to the establishment known as Messrs D.A. Enter- 
prises, 100-W.G.C. Road (Upstairs), Tuticorin-2, have agreed 
that the provisions of the Employees’ Provident Fund and 
Miscellaneous Provisions Act, (19 of 1952), should be made 
applicable to the said establishment ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act, the Central 
Government hereby applies the provisions of the said Act 
to the said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of January, 1977. 

[No. S. 350/435/77-PF Jl] 


<TTo «To 471—ipi: fcjhr HTTR iff Ip[ STfffff (tfffT | 

fir «f> 1?tff turfflTHT, ifniT fl¥, iffsflT-29 ffETC 
EffPH ?f w PPffRir tffr infarfipff iff ijtfmrr ^ ira- tc 
trpfff iff if I fT irffiTfr fffffrq- ffffff pfr gtfjfEf nfff- 

fEPT, 1952 ( 1 952 Iff 19) ^ OTffrff Riff fffPTff 11 tTT 1 ^ 
fiaT ^ <ff T fi£rr ; 

*Tff: wi, rh> qftrfim iff «im i iff arum [ 4) sret 
sriTT irfiffirf iff ffiffir irtt ^(r teAtr Rnn: Rfft wMffinr % 
RfflffiT RTf EffiffiT It RT1 Ifffff I | 

HfffilffrffT 1 WKJTT, 1977 It STffiff RRlff RTtpff I 

[?fo rrffo 35019 ( 4 43 ) / 7 7— (fl o t(T 0 II] 


S.O. 471. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government 
that the employer and the majority of the employees in rela- 
tion to the establishment known as Messrs Sri Vaili Textiles, 
Hosur Road, Bangalore-29, have agreed that ihe provisions 
of the Employees Provident Funds and Miscellaneous Pro- 
visions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), should be made applicable to 
the said establishment; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 1 of the said Act. the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby applies the provisions of the said Act to the 
said establishment. 

This notification shall be deemed to have come into force 
on the first day of October, 1977. 

[No. S. 35019/443 /77-PF, II] 


ItTo STTo 472. — HfflffT Iffiffiff Rfffcff firfff 

iftff jriffif RffiFtr Rffrftm, 1952 (1952 n 19 ) if 
am 0 5 fr m 17751 im snw irfnjfff it uffi iffif jtf, re*® 

fffffff Sr HTHHT 17^- % 1 TUpr, 1977 tf RRlf 

^ffifnmrrfffiff ffffffrr, 7 s, fuRririr ffr, ifffifl7:-7, rtt 

Tam if r? 5 17751 % tTHfirfft % fR5 WrlitR ittO 1 1 

[ffo rffo 35019 ( 444) / 7 7 >flo tT^o II (ij)] 

S.O. 472. — -In exercise of the powers conferred by the first 
proviso to section 6 of the Employees’ Provident Funds and 
Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the Central 
Government, after making necessary enquiry into the matter, 
hereby specifies with effect from the first day of October, 
1977 the establishment known as Messrs Electrocarbonium 
Limited, 78, Victoria Road, 3anga1ore-7, for the purposes 
of the said proviso. 


[No. S, 3 5019(444) /77-PF. ll(ii)] 
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[FTF II — FTR 3 ( i i ) ] 'FTTF F¥ Wffl 


F* fFeSfl 1 , 3 Fr¥p3, 1978 

fir sn° 473 . — %r(f wm tt ¥¥TtrR gr fft | fa 

FtT fjfFF c 5TT^ ¥!*¥ TOITT, fwiwra¥¥ Ft? %XZ, 

fa¥r«rnrvr¥¥ % TwlTF'lr t3 thr ¥¥l fttt f3 ff/ffr fr 

¥¥ ¥ FIRr$ ¥¥t fa 'RTFr?) THF f3ft FftjfFFF, 1948 ( 1948 

TT 34) % Flffa |) ; 

FtF FF, $¥fta FTTTT, FFT FfafFFF FTl FTTT 90 CITY ¥¥¥ 
wfwnff Tr FF>¥ TOT Jff ¥?T FRIT fiWT, F¥ FFTFF 53 Ffa- 
FFFT FRY F¥° FK> 2136 FlfiT 3 ^¥, 1977 % ¥F ¥ 
FTtfalfr 3TW Ffal fa’W ^ TTT¥¥ RTF % FTFIF 3T¥T FffaT 
RTTOTF ¥fa ¥¥T FftrfFFF % FFFF ¥ 25 fFFRT, 1976 ¥ 24 
fFFtFT, 1977 FR faF^ F? far ¥3 flffafarY TT^ FF ¥?i F?T 
Ycprfa % ffar , ^z ff! 1? i 

2- ^Ffai SJ£ Rt WF fFMfafaF |, FFftT : — 

( 1 ) 3YR <pp?jr¥ ¥1 ffaftsrR, ¥¥ FFfff Rf FRF fa¥% 

f3T7F ¥¥ RrOTfa FT FFT FPjfarF FFFFTF FT (faJr ?¥>? 
?¥% F4FTF '3TH FFfV R?T FFT ^), TfFt fFTTfaFf, trJt FRF 
¥ Tfk irtfr fafitrfeF'f Fi^F FFT ¥3 RFFlft xm FR1 (FT'cTTTf) 
faffiFF, 1 9 50 <P ¥«ffa ¥% TFT FRfa FTFF FR ¥1 ; 

(2) f¥FF ITTT FFT qfttfFFF *3 FTTT 45 53 ¥¥£¥¥1 ( l) 
^ STiffa faFFi faFT FFT Rtf fffTfaR FT fa¥F RT ?¥ fFfFTT 
FTfafF f3f FR T’T'JYfr, — 

(i) tTTTT 44 ¥3 FFtJTTT ( l) % FFtF, FR FFftT Rf FTFF 
A irt faF3 faprxoft r 3 faffrffa¥t R> FRTfFTT RT? % 
FFlRTTF; ¥T 

(ii) ¥5 ¥faF¥ftf¥¥ RT3 % ¥¥fa¥“f fa RFFTft TTR 
f3fT (FTFITF) faf¥¥¥, 1950 IIXT ¥¥m'Tf«T¥ 

wk ¥p¥ir<5r ¥¥fa ^ fatr 3# ¥tr «1 ¥Y ¥?f; ¥T 

(iii) ¥5 ¥f¥(¥f5¥¥ % ¥¥fa¥Y¥ fa fY¥¥TT), falTW 

JRT faq; ¥iq ¥¥ 'finfaf “Ft, fa¥% ¥faF¥T¥¥¥ ^¥ 

¥f0¥¥¥r % ¥tfl¥ 'SZ ¥T ^3 ¥>¥? H 

¥¥ ir ¥r3 ¥Tr ¥¥Y |¥Y | FT FT 

(iv) F5 ¥p¥prfir¥¥ % F¥r4rFT«f fa ¥¥ ¥Ff¥ % f3y;yf 
5YF ¥TF Firwfa, ^ ¥F¥ Sf WfafaFF ^ ¥¥¥¥ 
F^T «f, ir?r fa^ ¥¥^£11 Jr Jr fatft <Fr ¥^¥¥¥ 

faFT FFT Fr FT ¥^3; 

fa^TfafaF F¥F FlkT % fair ¥¥¥Y ^iFT : — 

(FT) ¥¥T¥ FT F^FFfi^Y fatflFIT Jr W¥OT Fn¥T fa Fg 
¥Tft FYTF'FTft F fajr ¥¥ft¥: fF^STF Ff F ; F ¥F¥TFr 
FTFFFFY ¥¥¥rYT FY 

(£4) ¥¥ ¥¥R FT WRFfijYT fFFfaFY % FpFYfTFTEflF P«f¥i3 
FFFUfa, ^«n¥F, FTYFf^F FT 4TF FfatT ¥ f»Rfi ¥\ 
¥ffar ¥FF ¥T ¥F?T ¥T¥T lAT ¥¥% ETFTTt Jf F¥SYT 

FRFr fa ^rfafaf % PffAfif sftr Fir^rt % ¥ftf Jr 

FFfaF ^rfl JpFT f(^f3 f3t FR F¥TTF¥, ^Jr ftflSYFY 
FT FR ¥F¥TT3 % ¥¥W F¥T¥ FY? Ffa ¥¥Fl FT3OT 
FTfa F, FT ¥7^ ^¥t 7YYFF1T?! ^ fa% F FTFFFFY ¥¥lfa 
$; ¥T 

(F) FUTF FT FRFfar faffaFY f 3, ¥¥% FpFWf FT JfaF 

f3, ft ^Jr farft Rffa f3 ^ fJT ¥twt 3, wm, 
fffIff ft f^f Fffar ¥ ftft ¥tf ft ^Jt farlt Rffa 

f 3 fa¥% FT? ¥ ¥¥; fFTt^TFY T FR FFtTTT? % ¥f¥ 


: F;tfJ 3 18, 1978/¥rF 29, 1 899 


F$ fajFRT FTTF F¥ FfalF^B FTRT | fa F^ FRFrtt 
¥flF¥ ftft; FT 

(f) rrJr FiTF[fa, WTFF, FTFfFF FT FR ¥f?¥¥ ¥ ■fa F¥ 
falfl TfafjT JWTFlfr Fr FR ¥¥■¥¥¥ f 3 FFR ^FIT 
FRFr FT ¥fU F^FRT ¥¥T I 

IFTFFTTFF FT¥F 

ftfJt ¥ cfFfWr ¥¥YF ¥ F^ff FFF¥FF ^T Flft ?T 
FFffF VZ F?r ¥^Tl % fa^ FijrfFFW, F'FFTTl TTR FRY f¥F¥ 

f 3 fa^rkF ft Jr fff 1 fftPt, f,f FFrffar faRr rrtt | 
fa FYlFFTFr 15T Fr ¥rF ^ I F 5 ¥f ¥¥rfa¥ faFT RTFT | fa 
^Ffair ffr Jr m ^3 3 farft ?r f?¥ ft fPfff ffr ¥^f 

¥5FT I 

[¥o info 38 014/2 9 / 7 6 — tY ¥ 0 Flff] 
trq 0 YT¥;> ¥5¥Fr¥F, . ¥¥ ¥faF 
New Delhi, the 3rd February, 1978 

S.O. 473. — Whereas the Central Government is satisfied 
that the employees of the Ore Handling Plant Site Workshop 
Visakhapatnam Port Trust, Viskhapntnam are otherwise in 
receipt of benefits substantially similar to the benefits provid- 
ed under the Employees' State Insurance Act, 1948 (34 o( 
1948); 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 90 of the said Act and in continuation of the noti- 
fication of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Labour No, S.O. 2136 dated the 3rd June, 1977, the Central 
Government after consultation with the Fmp'oyecs’ Stale In- 
surance Corporation, hereby exempts the above mentioned 
factory from the operation of the said Act for a further 
period of one year with effect from the 25th September, 
1976 upto and inclusive of the 24th September, 1977. 

2, The above exemption is subject to the following condi- 
tions, namely : — 

(1) The employer of the said factory shall submit In 

respect of the period during which that factory was 
subject to the operation of the said Act (herein- 
after referred to as the said period), such returns 
in such form and containing such particulars as 
were due from it in respect Ol the said period under 
the Employees’ State Insurance (General) Regula- 
tions, 1950; 

(2) Any Inspector appointed by the Corporation under 
sub-sect ion (1) of section 45 of the said Act, or 
other Official of the Corporation authorised in this 
behalf shall, for the purposes of— 

(i) verifying the particulars contained in uny return 

submitted under sub-section (1) of section 44 for 
the said period ; or 

(ii) ascertaining whether registers and records were 

maintained as required by the Employees’ State 
Insurance (General) Regulations, 1950 for the 
said period; or 

(iii) ascertaining whether the employees continue to be 

entitled to benefits provided by the employer in 
cash and kind being benefits in consideration of 
which exemption is being granted under this noti- 
fication; or 

(iv) ascertaining whether any of the provisions of the 

Act had been complied with during the period 
when such provisions were in force in relation 
to the said factory : 

be empowered to— 

(a) required the prinicipal or immediate employer 

to furnish to him such information as he may 
consider necessary; or 

(b) enter any factory, establishment, office or olhet 

premises occupied by such principal or imme- 
diate employer at any reasonable time and re- 
quire any person found incharge thereof to 
piodnce to such inspector or other official and 
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allow him to examine such accounts, books 
and other documents relating to the employ- 
ment of persons and payment of wages or to 
furnish to him such information as he may 
consider necessary; or 

(c) examine the principal or immediate employer, 

his agent or servant, or any person found In 
such factory, establishment, office or other pre- 
mises, or any person whom the said Inspector 
or other official has reasonable cause to believe 
to have been an employee; or 

(d) make copies of or take extracts from, any re- 

gister account book or other document main- 
tained in such factory, establishment, office or 
other premises. 

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 

It has become necessary to give retrospective effect to the 
exemption in this case, as the recommendation of the Direc- 
tor Genertd, Employees’ State Insurance Corporation for the 
grant of exemption was received late. However, it is certi- 
fied that the factory is eligible for exemption. It is also 
certified that the grant of exemption with retrospective effect 
will not affect the interest of anybody adversely. 

[No. S. 38014/29/76-HU 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Dy. Secy. 

fteFf), 1 'RTTf, 19 7 8 

Itte STTo 47 4- — £TT ‘EE (fEpTEEE sfai tJfTPEt) 
fEEE, 19 71 fEEE 3 % ErE ifet SEE ’EE (farfEEEE 

Tariff) *rfaPpnr, 1970 (1970 ee 37) tit uro 3 artr 
eeh vrftrffi pt ee>e jff, etetit: *sfr %0 FETE- 
EtEE sftr >sf[ ffo EEo EETE % TEIE EE ’FEW: Wl WE^lw 
WET FflT %o 4N TTE TT EWErT 5<Ft VE Ef# W 

ETFEt % EE Si EEtElff «Rfff | fAe EITE EEFfE % ’EE EEPTE 
Wt EffETEffi TN 1890 > It) Et, 197 6 if 

fEEtfwhlE EW'rjT WETI §, EEfau — 

TTF EfaffEEr E EETW 5 tfk 1 6 EET EfEEtf) EfEfagfi 
% FETE rfT faeTfaftlET EElT Elf EENe) ENPwEf Vf< ErEEt, 
EEfff : — 

"5. ’El WEflW WET, 
fEEWW (EifWJE), 

EEFTE, 

(^EE Elf), 

E$ fTTWl I 

10. <ft %o Elo TIE, 
e^tePee, 

EIeTwE W|E) EfE ^FeET f^ETEIE EEEJEinE EEE 
^fEEE, 

9, HEIT EElT EEl TE^, 

WWTWT-17 l” 

[Eo tTtTo 16025/36/74-EWo 

•Fs Efo Eitfl, eetePee 

New Delhi, the 1st February, 1978 

S.O. 474. — -Tn exercise of the powers conferred by section 
3 of the Contract Labour (Regulation and Abolition) Act, 
1970 (37 of 1970) read with rule 3 of the Contract Labour 
(Regulation and Abolition) Central Rules, 1971, the Central 
Government hereby nominates Shri Jagdish I -al and Shri 
K, V. Rno as the members of the Central Advisory 
Contract Labour Board vice Shri V. K. Sthanunnthan and 
Shri A. J. S, Chandran respectively, and makes the following 
amendments in the notification of Government of India in 


the Ministry of Labour No. S. O. 1890, dated the 1 8lh May, 
1976 namely, 

In the said notification for the serial numbers 5 and 16 
and the entries relating thereto, the following serial numbers 
and the entries relating thereto shall respe tively be sub- 
stituted, namely 

“5. Shri Jagdish l.ul. Director (Commercin'). Ministry 
of Railways. (Railway Board), New Delhi. 

16. Shri K. V. Rao, General Secretary, Federation of All 
India Hindustan ConsTuction Worker’s Union, 9. 
Sayed Amir Ali Avenue, Calcutta-17.” 

[No. S- 1 6025(3 6) /74-LW] 
K. D. GANDHI, Under Secy. 

New Delhi, the 31st January, 1.978 

S.O, 475. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby pub'ishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal No. 3, Dhanbad, in the indus- 
trial dispute be'wccn the employers in relation to the ma- 
nagement of Phlllaritand Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking 
Coal l imited, Post Office Kharkharee. District Dhanbad and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 23rd January, 1978. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIHUNAL- 
CUM-T.ABOUR COURT NO, .3, DHANBAD 
Reference No. 43 of 1977 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Phulariland 
Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Ltd,, P.O. 
Kharkharee, Dist, Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their workman represented by Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, 
Dhanbad. 

APPEARANCES : 

For Employers — Shri B. Joshi, Advocate. 

For Workman— -Shri S. Bose. 

INDUSTRY : Coal STATE ; Bihar 

Dhanbad, Dated the 12th January, 1978 
AWARD 

This is a reference U/S 10tl)(d) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947, by Ihe Government of India, Ministry of 
Labour under Order No, L-200 1 2/141 /75/DIJIA dated the 
20fh February, 1976, The schedule of reference is extract- 
ed below : — 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Phulai itand 
Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., P.O. 
Kharkharee, Dist. Dhanbad in dismissing Shri 
Harendra Nath Kunwar, Trammer with effect from 
23rd March, 1975 is justified? If not, to what 
relief the wokman is entitled?” 

2. There was a domestic enquiry and on the recommenda- 

tion of the Enquiry Officer who found him guilty of the 
charges framed against him he was dismissed with effect 
from 23rd March 1975. A point was raised on behalf of 
the management if the enquiry was fair and proper. That 
matter was heard by me and by an order dated 6th of 
August, 1977, 1 came to hold that the enquiry was fair 

and proper, that the finding of the Enquiry Officer was not 
perverse and that the order of dismissal had been passed 
by a competent authority. Thus the only point for deter- 
mination is U/S 1 1 -A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
and the scope is quite limited. 

3. Having come to a conclusion that the finding of ttic 
Enquiry Officer is not perverse, the only thing that the Tri- 
bunal is competent to examine is whether the order of el is- 
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missal imposed upon the delinquent is shockingly dispropor- 
tionate with the act of misconduct and which no reasonable 
person could impose. In this connection it is to be taken 
into account whether the order of dismissal is malaikle or 
is just to victimize the concerned workman. 

4. In the written statement filed on his behalf it is said 
that repeatedly he along with other workmen had been 
requesting the management to regularise them as Tyndal 
and to pay the difference of wages between the rate of a 
Trammer and that of a Tyndal as they had worked con- 
tinuously for two years as Tyndal without (jetting any 
wages for the same. It is said in this connection that this 
annoyed the management and false chargesheet was issued. 

5. At the time of final hearing two petitions have been 
brought on record on behalf of the workman. They are 
Exts, W-l dated 19-9-1974 and W-l/1 dated 24-11-1974. 
In both the petitions the same demand was made. Thee is 
no mention about them in the written statement and they 
were filed when the workman was being examined at the 
lime of final hearing. Objection w'as, therefore taken on 
behalf of the management which was noted but I took the 
two papers on record to see how far they could help the 
delinquent. 

6. As the position stands 1 find that they are not at all 
helpful to him and by no stretch of reasoning they can 
establish even remotely that because demand was made for 
back wages and proper categorisation, he was as a measure 
of victimisation involved in false charges. That defence is 
not now open to him, it having been established that the 
charges had been proved beyond nil doubts in the domestic 
enquiry and the Enquiry Officer had given a reasonable 
finding about his guilt on the materials which were placed 
before him. 

7. Therefore (here is no reliable material on record to 
suggest that he has been victimised on account of his de- 
mand for back wages and rc-categorisation. There is no 
other allegation of unfair labour practice or victimisation 
although in paragraph 12 it is said that the action of the 
management is a glaring instance of malafide unfair labour 
nrnctice and an act of victimisation. Weighty materials should 
have been necessary to hold with the workman on this 
point. 

8. Allegation against him w'ns that on 23-1-1975 he along 
with others abused and assaulted the Manager in his office. 
If there was his request for re-ca‘egorization and payment of 
back wages that was not a demand which could have 
affected the Manager in tiny way. As the position stands 
T am not findine any material lo connect the alleged charge 
against him with his demand for re categorization and pay- 
ment of back wages. 

9. In law u non-violent threat, a threat of violence, use 
of abusive language and assault on a superior officer arc all 
acts of misconduct and in the instant case ihc delinquent 
has been found guilty of abuse and assault on the manaccr 
which is certainly a very serious act of misconduct and It 
cannot be said that the order of dismissal for such mis- 
conduct is disproportionate to the charge levelled against 
him. To me it appears that there is no scope for inter- 
ference and the action taken by the management is proper 
and justified. 

10. In that view of the matter, action of the management 
of Phulnritand Colliery of Mis. Bharat Coking Coal Ltd., 
in dismissing Shri Harendru Nath K unwar. Trammer with 
effect from 27rd March, 1975 is justified and the workman 
is entitled to no relief. 

This is my award. 

[No. L-20012/141/75-DlIt(A)l 
S. R. SINHA, Presiding Officer 

New Delhi, the 1st February, 1978 

S.O. 476. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 1947), the Centra! Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal No. 3. Dhanbad. in the indus- 
trial dismite between the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Bharat Coking Coal Limited, Dharamaband Sub-Area 
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Post Office Kharkharee, District Dhanbad and their work- 
men, which was received by the Central Government on 
the 23rd January, 1978. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TR1BUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT NO. 3, DHANBAD 
Reference No. 25 of 1977 
Old No. 87 of 1975 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Bhanu 
Coking Coal Ltd., Dharmaband Sub-Area, P.O. 
Kharkharee, Dist. Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their workman represented by Koyala Ispat Mazdoor 
Panchayat, P-O, Kharkharee. 

APPEARANCES : 

For Employers — Shri Girindra Prasad, Advocate, 

For Workman — Shri B. Lai, Advocate. 

INDUSTRY : Coal. STATE : Bihar. 

Dated, the 14th January, 1978. 

AWARD 

This is a reference U/S 10( I)(d) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, by the Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
under Order No. L-20012/120/74/LRH/D11IA dated the 
21st July, 1975. The schedule of reference is extracted 
below : 

SCHEDULE 

‘‘Whether the action of the management of Bharat 
Coking Coal Ltd., Dharmaband Sub-Area, P.O. 
Kharkharee, Dist. Dhanbad in relation to Jogidih 
Colliery in dimissing from service Shri Ram 
Lakhan Sao, Pump Khalasi, working as Bill Clerk 
is justified? If not, to what relief is the workman 
entitled?” 

2. The order of dismissal was passed after domestic en- 
quiry and a preliminary point was raised whether it was 
just and proper. The matter was heard and by an order 
dated 5-8-77 I came to hold that the finding of the En- 
quiry Officer was not quite sound and the enquiry had not 
been fair and proper. 

3. 1 pointed out the infertilities and they were the non- 
production of measurement report in Form IV prepared by 
the Munshi, the non-avajlability of the statement of Panwa 
Bh Lilya which was used by the Enquiry Officer, the lack of 
evidence regarding the collusion between the concerned 
workman and Shri P. C. P. Lala and others and further If 
actually double payment was made and who misappropirnted 
the wages of Gaur Batlri and Balram Baurj as Trammer or 
as a Stacker. 

4. At the time of hearing the measurement report of 
week ending 11-2-1974 prepared by Shri B. B, Mondal 
Surveyor has been produced. But so far as the other in- 
fermities pointed out above nothing has been done to re- 
move the same. 

5. According to the Koyala Ispat Mazdoor Panchayat 
representing the workman it is said that Sri Ram Lakhan 
Sao was designated as Store Boy sometime after the take 
over but was entrusted with the job of Bill Clerk and was 
designated as a "Store Boy working as n Bill Clerk". On 
3-6-1974 he was served with a chargesheet alleging that be 
had billed the wages for week ending 11-2-1974 of Ctaur 
Bauri, Balram Gauri and Panwa Bhuiya a a Stacker although 
their attendance in the said week had been recorded as 
Trammer. It was also stated in the chargesheet that the 
billing as aforesaid was done with an intention to mis- 
appropriate the amount and that he along with others did 
Ihe same. The chargesheet further said that wages of the 
above three persons had been billed as Trammers by one 
Shri P. C. P. Lala. 
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6. It is further said in the written statement that the 
concerned workman denied the charges and took the stand 
that he had prepared the bill on the basis of the records 
placed before him, That record it is said was the. measure- 
ment slip placed before him for billing duly signed by the 
Surveyor and the Manager and he did not disburse the 
wages for the week in question or for any week prior to 
or after that as he was actually a Bill Clerk and had nothing 
to do with the disbursement. 

7. In the written statement the employer’s case is that 
the workman concerned was dismissed for proved miscon- 
duct of fraud and dishonesty in connection with company's 
business after fair and impartial enquiry. The dismissal was 
justified due to the grave nature of misconduct and that 
thero was no element of unfair labour practice or victimi- 
zation in this matter. 

8. In support of the fairness of the domestic enquiry the 
employer examined one witness Shri S. S. Mitra, Senior 
Personnel Officer who had conducted the enquiry. Txt. 
M-l is the charge-sheet. Ext. M-2 is the reply of the con- 
cerned workman, Ext. M-3 is the record of the enquiry pro- 
ceeding and Ext. M-4 is the enquiry report. Attendance 
register with respect to the week ending 11-2-1974 was pro- 
duced before the Enquiry Officer but the same is not here. 
One attendance sheet week ending 12-2-1974 has been 
marked as Ext. M-8 but that sheet is also not traceable. 
Besides, it is not of the week ending 1 1-2-1 974. I have 
said above thut no attempt has been made to remove the 
infermities that I had pointed out in my order on the pre- 
liminary point. 

9. From the materials on record it is established that the 
concerned workman was working as Hill Clerk and that is 
also admitted in the written statement. Ext. M-9 is Ihe 
wage sheet week ending 4-3-1974, Ext. M-10 is the wage 
sheet week ending 11-2-1974 and Ext. M-l l is the wage 
sheet week ending 7-1-1974. In Ext. M-10 the concerned 
workman has signed with respect to the bill that was pre- 
pared for the week ending 11-2-1974 but he has signed for 
the week ending 25-5-1977. In Ext. M-9 he has signed as 
a Bill Clerk preparing bill and in Ext. M il from pages 9 
to 11 he has signed in the same capacity. Therefore, it is 
established that he was working as Bill Clerk. But the 

uestion is whether he had prepared the bill week ending 

1-2-1974 for which chargesheet was given lo him. 


11. It is thus clear that the wage sheet week ending 
11-2-1974 has not been prepared by the concerned work- 
man and therefore the charge that he has done double billing 
in the week ending as above cannot be said to have been 
substantiated. In his reply Ext. M-2 the concerned work- 
man has stated that he has prepared the bill week ending 
11-2-1974 on the basis of the attendance register but as 
the position stands he had not prepared the bill week end- 
ing 11-2-1974 and his statement in his reply cannot fasten 
any liability on hint. He was examined before (he Enquiry 
Officer and his satement was that if he had prepared the 
entire bill it could have been found as to where was (he 
mistake and where there had been double billing. 

12. Thus, from the evidence on record and the materials 
available it is not possible to hold that the concerned work- 
man had prepared the bill week ending 11-2-1974 and had 
shown Panwa Bhuiya as a Stacker although he was work- 
ing as a Trammer. If the bill was not prepared by him 
there can be no ground to say that he had any intention 
to misappropriate the amount of wages and that he was 
in collusion wilh Shri P. C. P. Lala, the other Bill Clerk. 
No evidence has been brought before me to establish that 
Balram Bouri and Gour Bauri were paid single wages and 
the duplicate payment was misappropriate by him. It is 
not the who is Incharge of payment and as a Bill Clerk 
his duty was to prepare bill which he did not do. There- 
fore, none of the charges mentioned in Ext. M-l can be 
said to be established. 

13. MW-3 is the Bonus Clerk of the Jogidih Colliery and 
his evidence is that the entry at page No. 232 of the bonus 
register, Ext. M-7/1, concerning Panwa Bhuiya is in his 
pen and on checking the wage sheet with respect to week 
ending as above he found that he had been billed twice, 
He then got suspicious and then reported the matter to the 
Manager. MW-4 is the Aattendance Clerk of the colliery 
and he has stated that in week ending 12-2-1974 Panwa 
Bhuiya has been shown as Trammer and not as a Stacker. 
M-5 is the Cashier in the Jogidih Colliery and he has proved 
Exts. M-6 and M-9. Evidence of these witnesses is abso- 
lutely of no consequence as it has not been established that 
the bill week ending 11-2-1974 was prepared by the delin- 
quent. It matters little so far as we are concerned as to 
whether Panwa Bhuiya worked as Trammer or Stacker 
and if other wage sheets were prepared by him but not of 
the week ending 1 1-2-1974, no liability can be fastened on 
him. 


10. MW-2 is Shri Mohan Khaitan who was Manager of 
the Jogidih Colliery In October, 1974. His evidence is that 
the Stackers who are admittedly piece-rated employees work 
from 8 a m. to 6 p.m, with a break of two hours and 
Trammers work in two shifts. According to him bill of 
time-rated employees are prepared on the basis of the at- 
tendance register and of piece-rated on atendancc and mea- 
surement slips. The measurement slip week ending 11-2-1974, 
Ext. M-7, docs not mention the name of Panwa Bhuiya 
meaning thereby that he was not working as a Stacker. Ho 
has stated that the Bonus Clerk reported to him that double 
billing had been done by the concerned workman with res- 
pect to certain employees and (hen he checked the bonus 
register as well as the wage sheets for the week ending 
11-2-1974. With reference to the wage sheet week ending 
11-2-1974 the witness says that at page 9 Panwa Bhuiya 
has been billed as Trammer and he has been shown as such 
in the attendance on the wage sheet. He, however, admits 
that the signature is of Shri P. C. P. Lala, Bill Clerk and 
it also bears his signature Ext. M-5. On referring to page 
14 the witness has stated that he has been shown as a 
Stacker and this is in the pen of the concerned workman 
and is Ext. M-6. But in cross-examination he admits that 
at page 14 signature of the concerned workman is not there. 
When it was suggested to him that it was not the signature 
of Ram Lakhan Sao on the cuttings, the witness said that 
it might not be. He is definite (fiat the signature below 
the wage section of the wage sheet is of Shri P, C. P. Lala. 
On being shown the wage sheets Exts. M-9 to M-ll his 
reply is that all of them bears the signature of Sri P. C, P. 
Lala against the entry “made by”. He has further staler! 
that he does not remember the signature of the concerned 
workman and therefore cannot be sure if at any place, it 
bears bis signature or initial and he cannot identify his sig- 
nature or initial at all. He has further stated that when he 
Issued the chargesheet he did not try to ascertain if the 
payment sheets bore the signature or initial of the concern- 
ed workman. 


14. WW-1 is the concerned workman. He speaks about 
Ext, M-10 and Ext. M-ll and admits that they were pre- 
pared by him. He says that Exts. M-5 and M-6 were pre- 
pared by Sri P. C. P, Lala and denies that the pay sheet 
at page 14 for the week ending 11-2-1974 is in his pen. 


15. Taking into consideration the entire materials, oral 
and documentary, it is very difficult to hold that the bill 
for the week ending 11-2-1974 was prepared by the con- 
cerned workman and he had any intention to misappropriate 
the same and that he actually misappropriate any amount 
paid to other workmen br wages. Therefore the finding of 
the Enqiury Officer was without any basis and perverse can- 
the order of dismissal passed on the basis of the same can- 
not sustain. Accordingly Shri Ram Lakhan Sao working as 
Bill Clerk who has been dismissed from service is entitled 
to reinstatement and full back wages for the idle period. 

This is my award. 

S. R. SINIIA, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-20012/1 20/74/LRII /DIIIA] 


New Delhi, the 3rd February, 1978 

S.O. 477 . — -In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal No. 3, Dhanbad, in the industrial 
dispute between the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Jcenagora Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal 
Limited, Post Office Khas Jeenagora, District Dhanbad and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 1st February, 1978, 
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'BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 

TRIBUN A L-CUM-LABOUR COURT (NO. 3) AT 

DHANBAD 

Reference No. 33 of 1976 

PARTIES ; 

Employers in relation to the management of Jeenagora 
Colliery of Mis. B.C.C. Ltd., P.O. Khus Jcenagoru, 
Dist. Dhanbad. 

Vs. 

Their Workmen 

APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the Employers : Shri T. P. Choudhury, 
Advocate. 

On behalf of the Workmen : Shri Shankar Bose, Sec- 
retary, Rashlriya Colliery Mazdoor Sungh, 

STATE : Bihar. INDUSTRY : Coal. 

Dated, the 23rd lanuary, 1978 
AWARD 

This is a reference tinder Section 10(1 )(d) of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 by the Government of India, Minis- 
try of Labour under Order No, L-20012/175/75/DIIIA, 
dated the 11th June, 1976. The schedule Of reference is 
extracted below 

SCHEDULE 

“(i) Whether the action of the management of Jeena- 
gora Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal 
Limited Post Office Khas Jeenugora District Dhun- 
bad in transferring Sarvashri 1. Mahcsh Prasad 

2. Gangadhar Jha 3. Suresh Pathak 4. Sada Nnnd 
Upadhaya 5. Haridayanand Singh 6. Rajeshwar 
Pandcy 7. Rajcndra Prasad and 8, Falendra Singh 
all packing Mazdoor to work as Wagon Laders 
vide office order No. BCCL/576/76 dated. 31st 
December, 1974 is legal and justified ? If not to 
what relief are the workmen entitled 7 

(ii) Whether the action of the management of lecnagoru 
Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited 
Post Office Khas Jeenagora, Dist. Dhanbad In stop- 
ping from work the eight Packing Mazdoors listed 
in (i) above with effect from 12th July, 1975 is 
justified 7 If not to what relief are the workmen 
. entitled 7 

2. According to the schedule the dispute for adjudication 
relates to the justifiability or otherwise of tfie action of the 
management of Jeenagora Colliery in transferring the eight 
concerned workmen working as Packing Mazdoors to work 
as Wagon Laders and the aation of the same management 
In stopping the eight concerned workmen from work with 
effect from 12th July, 1975. Thus, it falls for consideration 
as to whether the transfer is legal and justified and the 
stoppage Is justified. 

3. This reference was made when the failure report dated 
22/23rd August. 1975, was sent by the Assistant Taibour 
Commissioner (C), Dhanbad-TT to the Secretary, Govern- 
ment of Tndia. Ministry of Labour, New Delhi. Before 
him the dispute was raised bv the Secretary, Colliery Maz- 
door Sangh, Tisra Branch. The Union was represented by 
Shri J. B. Singh Branch Secretary and G, D. Pandcy autho- 
rised representative of the workmen. The management was 
represented by Shri I. D. Singh, Senior Personnel Officer. 
The conciliation could not succeed as the parties stuck to 
theiT divergent views and as such the reference was made. 

4. On behalf of the employers a written statement has 
been filed contending Inter alia that the eight concerned 
workmen had been the employees of a Contractor prior to 
the nationalisation and at the instance of the recognized 
union they were absorbed in the B.C.C. T.td, as Packing 
Mazdoors with effect from 1-6-1972 and they constituted a 
part of 30 Packing Mazdoors in Kallthan Section of the 
colliery. In the middle of 1974 it was felt that the require- 
ment of labour for packing job had been considerably 
reduced and to avoid retrenchment in consultation with the 
260 01/77—10 
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union an agreement Ext. M-l was arrived at on 6-7-1974 
Oy which all these concerned workmen besides others in 
the packing jab were to be provided with alternative emp- 
loyment as Wagon Loaders on usual piece rate. In pursu- 
ance there of the Manager of the colliery issued office order 
dated 31-12-1974 Ext. M-4 whereby 17 Packing Mazdoors 
including the concerned workmen were transferred to work 
as Wagon Loaders with effect from 1-1-1975. They, how- 
ever, refused to abide by the agreement and it was only 
when warning letters Ext, M-3 series dated 12-6-1975 wore 
issued that they started working as Wagon Loaders. 

5. It is further said that thereafter an industrial dispute 
was raised by the union uet’ore Asst. Labour Commissioner 
(C) by a letter dated 10- / - 197 5 (mentioned in the failure 
report) and the concerned workmen stopped work with effect 
from 12-7-1975. It is denied thaL u was the management 
which stopped them from work with effect from the above 
date, 

6. Case further is that the concerned workmen had worked 
earlier on piece rate and the wage scale of the Wagon 
Loaders is much higher than that of packing mazdoors with 
the provision for high fall back wages. Therefore, the order 
if transrer as wagon loaders did not in any way prejudice 
,heir condition of service and as this change was effected 
in pursuance of an agreement with the union no notice 
under any law was required. Union’s action retracting from 
the agreement without notice and espousal of the dispute 
covered by the agreement constitutes a breach of discipline. 

7. It is accordingly submitted that the workmen have no 
case and are entitled to no relief. 

8. For the workmen, written statement has been filed by 
the Secretary, Rashtriya Colliery Mazdoor Sangh and It Is 
said that the eight concerned workmen are permanent emp- 
loyees of Jeenagore Colliery working as time rated in the 
capacity of packing Mazdoors and have become permanent 
in their job. The management had never declared that their 
job was not available nor any notice was issued to them 
that the packing work of the colliery had been of a casual 
nature and that the packing mazdoors would be declared 
as casual muzdoors. It is not open to the management to 
change the conditions of a permanent workman detrimental 
to his interest, 

9. .It is further said that the union raised objections to 

the office order dated 31-12-1974 and then there was a settle- 
ment on 20-1-1975 when it was decided that 12 workmen 
would be maintained for packing job for the time being. 
Subsequently, by an office order dated 30-4-1975 Ext. W-l 
they were allowed duties in 8 Seam (Khas Section of Jeena- 
gora Colliery). Thereafter, on 1st July, 1975 by an office 
order Ext. W-l /l they were transferred to Central Sulunga 
Section without mentioning as to whether it would be as casual 
on piece rate basis or on time rate. Then by an office 

order dated 9-7-1975 the colliery management stated that 
the 8 concerned workmen would be treated as piece rated 
and as they did not Hgrec to the management’s arbitrary 
and illegal orders they were stopped from their duties with 
effect from 12-7-1975. 

10. Tt is further stated that when the management did not 

give any relief on their demand the matter was brought 

before the Assistant Labour Commissioner (C) and then 
the failure report and the reference were made. It is con- 
tended that the action of the management is absolutely 

unjustified and the workmen are entitled to the reliefs 
claimed. 

1 L In support of the case the management has examined 

3 witnesses. MW-1 Shri M. P. Verma who in 1974 was 

posted in Kustorc Sub-Area as Senior fndustrial Relation 
Officer and was attached to Area Office of Area IV (Old) 
and Jeenagora colliery was under this Area, MW-2 Shri 
S. Sahay who was Manager of Jeenagora from 18-12-1974 
(o 18-4-1976 and MW-3 Shri Mahesh Prasad who was work- 
ing as Welfare Officer in Jeenagora colliery from 11-11-1972 
to 31-12-1973 and as Personnel Officer from 1-1-1974 to 
20-9-1976. I have already mentioned above the documents 
which have been brought on record by the management and 
marked ns exhibits. 

12, One of the concerned workmen Shri M. P. Singh, has 
examined himself in support of their case and fhe documents 
have already been referred to above. 


WITT TI 7TJPW : 
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13. The Khas Jeenagora Kalithan Section, East Bararee 

Section and Central Sulunga Section were dill crept collieries 
of different companies before nationalisation and after national 
lisation they were all amalgamated and came to be 
known as Jeenagora colliery. It is absolutely im- 
material as to whether the concerned workmen were work- 
ing under a Contractor us it is admitted by the management 
that they were absorbed by the management as packing 

mazdoors and they constituted the labour totce of packing 
mazdoors in Kalithan Section of the colliery along with 
several others. The packing mazdoors are lime rated and 
the wagon loaders are piece rated. Therefore, if the con- 
cerned workmen who had been absorbed as packing mazdoors 
on time rated basis have been transferred as wagon loaders 
on piece rate basis arbitrarily certainly that action would 
be illegal and unjustified, particularly in view of the fact 

that as admitted by the management no notice under section 
9A of the Industrial Disputes Act was given to them. 

14. But it is said on behalf of the management that this 

was done in pursuance of the agreement M-l dated 6-7-1974 
VVVV-1 has said that he is not aware of any discussion bet- 
ween the union and the management regarding them not 

he is aware of any agreement between the two concerning 
them. The minutes of discussion dated 8-12-1974 is Ext. 
M-2, Evidence of MW-1, however, is that there was 
a dispute between management and the union regarding 30 
packing mazdoors employed by the Contractor in Kalithan 
feenagora colliery for regulunsation and a committee was 
constituted by General Manager of which Shri Rabikant 
Jhu Secretary of the Union and he himself were the mem- 
bers. After thorough discussion it was decided that they 
were to be absorbed as piece rated wagon loaders. Ext. M-l 
he proves and says that it has been signed by R. K. Jhu and 
witnessed by C. R. Jha on behalf of the Rashtriya Colliery 
Mazdoor Sangh and he as well as Shri D. B, Pandcy, Person- 
nel Officer, signed on behalf of the management. In cross- 
examination he says that the local branch of the Rashtriya 
Colliery Mazdoor Sangh had entered into negotiations and 
its representatives signed Ext. M-l. MW-3 has stated with 
reference to Ext. M-l that R, K. Jha and Shri A. N. Jha 
were the Vice-Presidents of the union which was known as 
colliery Mazdoor Sangh at that time. He, however, admit* 
in cross-examlnaion that designation of Shri R, K. Jha 
and A. N. Jha is not mentioned therein. 

15. It is true that their designation is not there and MW-1 
has denied any knowledge about it, but I am not inclined 
to hold that Ext. M-l is a spurious document manufactured 
for the purpose of this case. To avoid retrenchment if the 
union representatives agreed for the transfer of the 8 con- 
cerned workmen besides others as wagon loaders it cannot 
be said that such an agreement was not required at that 
time. Evidence of MW-1 and MW-3 is quite convincing 
on the point and on the materials available the genuineness 
of Ext. M-l cannot be disputed. 

16. Section 19(2) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
lays down that a settlement for which there is no agreed 
period for which it is to remain effective, it will continue 
to be so for the period of 6 months from the date on which 
it is signed by the parties to the dispute and will continue 
to be binding on the parties after expiry of the period afore- 
said, until the expiry of two months from the date on which 
a notice in writing of an intention to terminate the settle- 
ment is given by one of the parties to the other party or 
parties to the settlement. This section has been embodied 
in the Act mainly for the purpose of maintaining industrial 
peace for the period either mentioned in the settlement itself 
or for a period of six months and in both the cases even 
thereafter until it is terminated by notice on cither side. 
In Mysore Vegetable Products Limited-vs-their workmen 

1965) II-L.LJ. 8 and in State of Kerala-vs-Antony D'cruz 

1966) I-LLJ. 373 it has been held that the settlement does 
not cease to be binding and under sub-section 2 of Sec- 
tion 19 it is not open to the parties to terminate and unilate- 
rally. repudiate the settlement without complying with thc 
requiremenl of that sub-seetkm. Therefore, a notice of in- 
tention in writing to terminate a settlement would be neces- 
sary in either case. 

17. If we refer to Ext. M-l it would appear that the 
settlement does not give any time which means that it would 
be operative for 6 months and then to terminate it the parties 
would have to give notice in writing and thereafter it will 
continue for 2 months. If this requirement ot law is not 
complied with, as we find in the present case, that settlement 


would remain valid and effective and binding upon the 

parties. 

18. There is yet another document Ext. M-2, minutes of 
discussion ciated 8-1U-1974 in which the specific terms of 
sentemeni rcJaUng to ash packing mazdoors mentioned In 
L.xi. ivl- i has been reiterated. MW-2 has proved Ext. M-2. 
u was objected to by the union on the ground that it had 
been produced late but 1 admitted it into evidence when 
it was proved as 1 considered that it was an important 
document which might be ot help to me in giving my 

award. The witness says that Snri D. B. Pandcy ana Shri 
Manesh Prasad signed on behalf of the management and Shri 
J. it. Singh, Dincsn Prasad Singh and P. N. Thakur signed on 
behalf of the workmen. He says further that there were two 
unions functioning at the local unit when he was the manager 
and they were bihar Colliery Kamgar Union and Rashtriya 
colliery Mazdoor Sangh and they were presented by Shri 

J. B. Singh and Kamleshwari Jha. He ha* stated furtnei 

that Shri Singh was working in the capacity of Branch 

Secretary and Shri Jha as Assistant Branch Secretary. MW-3 
is a signatory of this document and says that Shri J, B. Singn 
of Tiara Branch and D. B, Pandey, Personnel Officer signed 
on it and he also put ids signature. In cross-examination 
the witness admits that the concerned workmen are not 
mentioned in this Ext. M-2. But that, in my opinion, docs 

nor cut any ice as it has to be read in sequence of Ext. 

M-l. If we refer to the failure report it would appear 
that Shri J, B. Singh, Branch Secretary of the Colliery Maz- 
door Sangh and Shri G. D. Pandey authorised representative 
of the workmen, attended conciliation proceedings on behalf 
of the union /workmen, ihc same Shri J. B. Srngn hao 
signed Ext. M-2. Therefore, to me it appears that objections 
raised by Shri Shankar Bose regarding this document are en- 
tirely out of place and there can be no doubt that it is age- 
nunine document and to a very great extent supports the settle- 
ment arrived at in Ext. M l. In paragraph 4 it is that that after 

discussion it was agreed that 17 heads of ash packing maz- 

doors were to work as wagon loaders as per settlement 
arrived at earlier leaving the remaining 12 heads in ash 
packing for the time being. It was thereafter that office 
order Ext, M-4 dated 31-1-1974 was issued and the con- 
cerned workmen were transferred to work as Wagon Loaders. 

19. Thus, as the position stands, I find that the transfer 
of the eight concerned workmen from ash packing job to 
wagon loading, from time rated to piece rated job, was in 
pursuance of an agreement Ext. M-l which was confirmed 
in Ext, M-2 and consequently this transfer must be consi- 
dered as legal and action of the management as justified. 

20. Let us now take up the other part of the schedule. 

It relates to the alleged stoppage of work to the concerned 
workmen. When even after the office order the concerned 
workmen did not join there was again a meeting between 
the union and the management on 20-1-1975 a* has been 
testified to by MW-2 and his evidence is that it was again 
decided with the concurrence of the union that out of 30, 
17 heads would go as Wagon Loaders and the rest as packing 
mazdoors. He says further that in spite of this discussion 
the workmen did not join their duties and he issued instruc- 
tions m writing to the concerned workmen to join as Wagon 
l oaders. His evidence is that in June, 1975 he gave last 
warning asking them to report to their duties and that is 
Ext. M-3 to Ext, M-3/7 and he says that thereafter they 
worked for some time as directed. His evidence is that 

as packing job was not available at the Kalithan Section they 
were asked to join as Wagon Loaders. For some time 

he managed to give them employment as packing mazdoors 
but subsequently as per settlement they were asked to join 
as Wagon Loaders, According to him these workmen were 
never time rated workers although for some lime to ensure 
payment of wages they were paid at time rate basis though 

in fact they were piece rated. His evidence is that for the 

sake of payment they were put in category I time rate. 

21. According to the management’s case they were not 
stopped from work rather, they themselves refused to join 
their duties. WW-1 has stated that in 1975 they were told 
that their payment would be at piece rate which they refused 
and thereafter— they were transferred to Sulunga Colliery 
on the same job and that also they refused. His evidence 
is that Sulunga is a part of Jeenagora colliery. It means 
that it was not at the instance of the management but these 
workmen themselves refused to join their duties although as 
it appears on . 30-4-1975 by an order Ext. W-I they were 
directed to Join as Pocking Mazdoors Ht 8 seam Khas Sec- 
tion and thereafter on 1-7-1975 by an office order Ext 
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M-t/l they were transferred to Central Sulunga Section to 
work as Packing Mazdoors. It seems that after discussion 
on 20-1-1975, the change was effected and although there 
was an office order Ext, M-4 transferring these concerned 
workmen to work as wagon loaders by means of Ext. W-l 
they were directed to join as Packing Mazdoors. They did 
not however join. There was another office order Ext. 
W-l/1 by which they were transferred to Central Sulunga 
Section of Jeenagora colliery and were directed to join as 
Packing Mazdoors. This direction was quite legal as the 
transfer was within the same management in another section 
of the colliery and for this no notice was at all required 
and it did not in any way bring about any change in the 
service condition or in any way affected them adversely. 

22. In paragraph 12 of the written statement filed on be- 
half of the workmen it is said that office order dated 30-4-1975, 
Ext. W-l, did not say as ta what would be the basis of pay- 
ment, whether as casual on piece rate or at time rate. But 
this objection was not at all tenable in view of the office 
order asking them to join as Packing Mazdoors which is 
time rated job. The same type of objection has been taken 
in paragraph i3 with regard to Ext. W-l/1. In paragraph 
14 it is said that there was an office order dated 9-7-1975 
in which it was said that the eight concerned workmen 
would be treated as piece rated and that was resented by 

them and thereafter they were stopped from duties with 

effect from 12-7-1975. That office order is not on record 
as it has not been filed bv either party. Wage-sheets have 
been filed by the management for the weeks ending 28-6-1975, 
5-7-1975 and 12-7-1975. The first two sheets show that the 
concerned workmen were paid at the rate of Rs, 10/- per 
day as Packing Mazdoors. Third sheet for the week ending 
5-7-1975 indicates the same state of affairs and the last 
sheet for the week ending 12-7-1975 mentions only 5 names 
out of the eight concerned workmen and shows that these 
five workmen worked only on the 7th and were paid at 
the rate of Rs. 10/- per day. It would thus appear that 

all along they were treated as time rated and there is no 

document on record which may support the contention raised 
in paragraph 14 of the written statement. If they were to 
continue as Packing Mazdoors at Sulunga Section I do not 
think in the ordinary course they could have been treated 
as piece rated workmen. 


23. Union had been fighting all along and at one time 
it had agreed for their transfer as Wagon Loaders. It was 
again at its instance that they were given the job of packing 
mazdoors. T do not find any plausible explanation as to 
why they would be treated as piece rated workmen. Unfor- 
tunately, the failure report does not mention the case of the 
parties and the copy of the representation of the union and 
the copy of the comments of the management have not been 
forwarded to the Tribunal. Thus, there is a complete paucity 
of evidence that there was an office order dated 9-7-1975 
by which the concerned workmen were to be paid at piece 
rate. It is their admitted case that they refused to join 
their duties thereafter which means that there was no stop- 
page of work to them by the management with effect from 
12-7-1975 as alleged. It would be quite unfair for the 
management to treat them as piece rated when they have 
been allowed to continue as Packing Mazdoors in Sulunga 
Section of Jeenagora colliery and I am sure such step 
cannot be taken by them. This is an important point which 
T would like to emphasize. 


24. From my discussion above it follows that there has 
beep no stoppage of work to the eight concerned workmen 
by the management and consequently they cannot be given 
the relief of reinstatement with back wages. But certainly 
the management must allow them to continue as Packing 
Mazdoors at the Sulunga Section of Jeenagora colliery where 
they had been working and treat them as time rated work- 
men. This should be implemented without the least delay. 
Of course, they cannot be given back wages as they have 
stopped going to their job on their own accord. 


25. Order of the management transferring the eight con- 
cerned workmen as Wagon I.oaders was legal and justified 
in view of the settlement existing between the parties. As 
there has been no stoppage at the instance of the manage- 
ment these workmen are not entitled to re-instatement with 
back wages but the management must provide them with 
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job of Packing Mazdoors as time rated as soon as they 
join their duties. 

This is my award. 

S. R. SINHA, Presiding Officer. 
[No. L-200 12/175 /75-D. TILA] 

S.O. 478.— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal No. 3, Dhanbad, in the industrial 
disputes between the employers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Jeenagora Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal 
Limited, Post Office Khas Jeenagora, District Dhanbad and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 1st February, 1978. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRTBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT NO. 3, DHANBAD. 

Reference No. 34 o( 1976 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Jeenagora 
Colliery of M]s. B. C. C. Ltd., P. C. Khas Jcena- 
gora, Distt. Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their workmen represented by Colliery Mazdoor Sangh 
Dhanbad. 

APPEARANCES : 

For Employers — Shri T. P. Chowdhury, Advocate. 

For Workmen— Shri S. Bose. 

INDUSTRY : Coal STATE ; Bihar 

Dated : Dhanbad, the 25th January, 1978 
AWARD 

This is a reference U/S 10(1) (d) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947, by the Government of India, Ministry of 
Labour under Order No. L-20012/179/75-D. Ill (A) dated 
the 11th June’76. The schedule is extracted below ; — 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of Jeenagora 
Colliery of M/s. Bharat Coking Coal Ltd,, P.O. 
Khas Jeenagora, Distt. Dhanbad in treating the 
following workmep as casual workers is justified 7 

1. Shri Sudhlr Singh. 

2. Shri Sukhari Singh 

3. Shri Sitaram Singh 

4. Shri Dulal Singh 

5. Shri Asin Singh 

6. Shri Budhan Sao 

7. Shri Gopal Sao. 

8. Shri Budhan Singh 

If not to what relief are the said workmen entitled 7 

2. From the schedule of reference it appears that the 
dispute referred to this Tribunal relates to the 8 workmen 
mentioned therein who are being treated as casual workers 
meaning thereby that previously they were not so and sub- 
sequently their nature of job has been changed by the 
management. 

3. The failure report dated 30-8-75 is on record, but It 
is of no help as the representation made by the Union, Col- 
liery Mazdoor Sangh and the comments ox the management 
have not been forwarded to the Tribunal. It is thus not 
possible to ascertain as to what stand they had taken before 
the Conciliation Officer. 

4. The management in its written statement has put for- 
ward a case that the substantive posts of the concerned 
workmen are that of casual wagon loaders. In 1974 they 
were employed as casual soft coke makers on piece rate and 
even as wagon loaders they were being paid on piece rate 
and this code of payment continued till 23-11-74. At the 
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Instance of the union the management agreed to pay the 
concerned workmen at Category I time rate but purely as 
a temporary measure till the deliberations of the National 
Tripartita Committee were complete. Thereafter, the National 
Coal Wage Agreement came which was implemented from 
1-1-75 and that governs the wages in the coal industry all 
over the country. The concerned workmen, however, re- 
fused to draw their wages on the plea that they were time 
rated permanent workers with effect from 31-5-75. 

5. If is submitted that merely because for some time they 
were paid at time rate basis that did not create any new 
condition in their favour. Their attendance in 1974 varied 
between 146 to 166 days and in 1975 between 83 to 113 
day*. 

6. Their case further is that wagon loading, sott coke 
making, stacking, cleaning and allied operations in the colli- 
ery depot are particularly casual in nature and the B.C.C. 
Ltd, ilka all other Coal Companies has been keeping a 
casual labour pool over and above the permanent nucleus 
of workers for these operations and the concerned workmen 
had always been members of the casual labour pool of the 
Jeenagora Colliery. 

7. It is accordingly contended that the workmen have no 
case and that it it. not correct to say that they were ever 
on roll as permanent workmen and have been subsequently 
transferred in the casual pool. 

8. A written statement has been filed by the Rasbtriya 
CoBiery Mardoor Satigh and stand taken is that they are all 
permanent workers and were working as soft coke Bhatta 
manufacturer and paid wages on time rate basis which had 
become the condition of their service and that system was 
in vogue ever the years without any dispute from any quar- 
ter*. The management has arbitrarily changed their service 
condition and has put them in the casual pool of wagon 
loaders on piece rate basis. 

9. It is submitted that the motive of the management in 
doing so is to Create difficult condition of service so that 
the concerned workmen may leave their job and run away. 
They having boon performing a permanent nature of job for 
a pretty long time cannot be ousted from that position with- 
out assigning any reasonable ground. The very idea of 
casual worker in permanent nature of job is an out dated 
theory and it cannot be resorted to. 

19. It is accordingly submitted that the action of the 
management is unjustified and the workmen are entitled to 
the relief claimed. 

11. In support of the case one of the workmen has exa- 
mined himself as WW-1, The management has examined 
two witnesses, MW-1 Shri Sidh Nath Sahay who was Mana 
ger in the Jeenagora Colliery from 18 1 1 -74 to 18-4-76 and 
Shri Mahesh Prasad, MW-2 who was Welfare Officer in the 
Jeenagora Colliery from 11-10-72 to 31-12-73 and was Per- 
sonnel Officer from 1-1-74 til! 20-9-76. 

12. The management has brought on record Form B re- 
gister from 1971 Ext. M-l, list of casuals Ext. M-2, two 
bonus registers for 1974 and 1975 Ext*. M-3 and M-3/1 
respectively and Identity Card Register for the year 1974 
Ext. M-4. No paper is there on behalf of the workmen. 

13. As I have said earlier the most important point which 
falls for consideration, is whethor their initial appointment 
was In the .casual pool or they were appointed as permanent 
hand and subsequently the management has tried to push 
them in the casual pool. It Is a matter of a common know- 
ledge that wagon loading and manufacture of soft coke are 
Jobs of permanent nature but only small number of work- 
men are employed as permanent nucleus and a pool of 
casual workmen is maintained to be employed as and when 
necessary. These types of workmen are paid on piece rate 
and not of time rate. The workmen claim to be quenchers 
and- say that their payment is at time rate and not at piece 
rate. We all know that quenching is only one of the pro- 
cesses In the manufacture of soft coke and if some workmen 
are engaged only on quenching that cannot change the nature 
of job and mode of payment, WW-1 has admitted that the 
rate of payment to the quenchers has not yet been decided 
by the Company. He says : further that they bum the 
stack .cover it and then quench. His evidence is that prior 
to 1-12-74 they were being paid as on piece rate and since 


thereafter the wages of Category I. MW-1 has said that 
till November 74 they were paid at piece rate and thereafter 
at time rata as per order of the Sub-Area Manager as there 
was no clear guideline for payment of wages to this type of 
casual labour. His evidence is that they were being utilised 
from time to time in burning, quenching, covering and 
cleaning of the manufactured soft coke but they were not 
required to do stacking. 

14. In paragraph 4 of the written statement of the em- 
ployers it is said that they were employed as casual soft 
coke makers in 1974 on piece rate and were being paid on 
,iiecc rate till 23-11-74. In paragraph 5 It is said that as 
no clear guideline was available, at the Instance of the con- 
cerned uniQD it was agreed to pay the concerned workmen 
at Category I time rate as a temporary measure. 

15. Thus, according to the written statement, evidence of 
MW-1 and evidence of WW-1 they were being paid at 
piece rate till 1974 and thereafter at time rate according to 
some agreement with the union. Identical is the evidence 
of MW-2 who was in service in 1972 as Welfare Officer. 
He has stated that they were Initially appointed as casual 
wagon loaders and sometimes they were utilised also in the 
manufacture of soft coke. He gives the different processes 
of the manufacture of soft coke and speaks that payment 
used to be made at piece rate as per schedule prepared by 
the B.C.C. Ltd. He also says about the demand of the union 
as a result of which they were being paid wages of Category 
f. He says further that when the National Coal Wage Agree- 
ment was implemented their workload was fixed at 3.75 ton- 
nes per head and payment used to be made on the basis of 
that workload when measurement was done by the Surveyor. 

16. It is thus clear that they were being paid at piece rate 
(ill 1974 and in 1975 at the instance of the union payment 
to them started to be made at time rate of Category I and 
thereafter when the National Coal Wage Agreement came 
into force, where workload was Indicated, again the B.C.C. 
Ltd, started paying them at piece rate on the workload of 
3.75 tonnes per head of the manufactured soft coke on the 
basis of the measurement done by the Surveyor. Therefore, 
even if they were employed as quenchers and not as wagon 
loaders which Job may be of permanent nature, on the basis 
of the mode of payment they cannot claim to be permanent 
and if for a particular period they were treated as Category 

employee and paid at time rate that cannot create a right 
in them to claim permanency and payment at that rate. 

17. In National Coal Wage Agreement at page 11 the soft 
coke maker has been placed in Group TV, basic wage has 
been fixed at Rs, 11.59 paise. full back wage at Rs. 10.63 
paise and workload at 3.75 tonnes. It means that for a 
workload of that quantity the basic wage is fixed at Rs. 11.59 
and in no case they are to be paid at less than Rs. 10.63 
According to the union the National Coal Wage Agreement 
does not bind them to which I do not agree. This agree- 
ment is to remain in force as per paragraph 9.1 for a period 
of five years from the 1st of January'75 and that period is 
still continuing. The Joint Committee for the Coal Industry 
is still functioning as a Standing Body and according to 
paragraph 9.3 at page 18 in caso of any doubt or difficulty 
in interpretation or implementation of any of the provisions 
of this agreement, the same shall be referred to the Joint 
Committee for the Coal Industry for consideration and_ 
anal decision. 

18. According to Mr. T. P. Chowdhury appearing for the 
management jurisdiction of the Tribunal is ousted as per 
paragraph 9,3 cf the National Coal Wage Agreement and 
doubts or dlBcul-’ies In interpretation or Implementation of 
any of the provisions of this Agreement have to be removed 
by the Joint Committee for the Coal Industry. But in the 
Instant case the dispute Is not regarding the interpretation or 
implementation of the Agreement, rather, as to what was 
the initial appointment of these workmen and if they arc 
now being treated arbitrarily in the casual pool. If the 
Tribunal comes to the conclusion that they arc in the casual 
pool since the time of their appointment undoubtedly they 
will be paid at the rate mentioned in the National Coal Wage 
Agreement as per workload given therein. 

19. I have already raid above that as the evidence Is 
till 1974 they were being paid at piece rate and although 
nature of job of a wagon loader or seft coke manufacturer 
may be of permanent nature, the number of persons em- 
ployed on each date on those jobs is bound to varry. Num- 
ber of wagon loaders will depend upon the placement of 
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wagons and the number of quenchers will depend upon 
the availability of steam coal and their stacks available. 
MW-2 has stated that manufacture of soft coke starts by 
stacking about 2 \ wagon loads of coal and payment is 
made on the measurement done by the Surveyor of the fini- 
shed goods and all those engaged in the manufacture of 
soft coke are paid at the same rate. He says further that 
on 11-10-72 when he joined manufacture of softcokc was 
being done and the concerned workmen were also engaged 
In this job besides others. MW-1 has similarly stated that 
they are casual wagon loaders and arc being utilised from 
time to time in different processes of manufacture of soft coke. 
I have already referred to the evidence of WW-1 where he 
has said that he along with other seven in the reference was 
being paid at piece rate. 

20. On the evidence discussed above it is clear that they 
were appointed as casual wagon loaders and were from time 
to time engaged in quenching and till 1974 they were being 
paid at piece rate and for some time in 1975 they were paid 
at time rate as Category I workmen which was stopped when 
the National Coal Wage Agreement came into force. Merely 
because they were paid at time rate at some time that can- 
not create a right in them to claim permanency and pay- 
ment at that rate. Now that the National Coal wage Agree- 
ment has fixed the workload and also the amount that a 
Stacker Is entitled to draw as his wages on that workload, 
these workmen will be governed by the same and to my 
mind this Is not a matter which need be referred to the Joint 
Committee for Coal Lndustiw and the matter in dispute is 
not covered by paragraph 9.3 of the National Coal Wage 
Agreement which may oust the jurisdiction of the Tribunal. 

21. Ext. M-2 Is the list of casuals maintained by the Colli- 
ery and therein Dulal Singh is in SI. No. 266, Sudhir Singh 
is in SI. No. 274, Sukharl Singh is in SI. No. 273, Gopal 
Sao is in SI. No. 269, Budhan Sao is in SI. No. 291, Sitaram 
Singh is in SI. No. 276 and Asin Singh is in SI. No. 234. It 
has not been possible for me to find out the name of Budhan 
Singh, but in *'.11 probability he must also be there. The 
serial number In bonus register has also been given with the 
date of appointment. Date of appointment of all of them 
is 1-11974 and the same is to be found in Form B register, 
Ext. M-l. MW-2 has stated that when he joined in 1972 
the concerned workmen were engaged in manufacture of soft 
coke tut in Form B register date of appointment has been 
noted as 1974 as it was in thHt year that they Were regulari- 
sed by the. B.C.C. Ltd., at the instance of the union. Good 
deal of cross-examination has been conducted regarding the 
entries of Form B register, but they are of no help to us 
and the fact remains that they were employed as casuals 
and were noted in the list of casual workers and when they 
were regularised in 19/4 they were noted in the Form B 
register, Ext M-l. In the Bonus register of 1975, Ext 
M-3/1, these workmen are to be found at pages 172 to 179 
and there also the date of appointment is 1-1-1974, 

22. Therefore, ns the position stands, there is no question 
of treating these workmen as casual workers as in fact their 
initial appointment was in that category and although for a 
small time they were treated as Category I workmen of the 
Coal Wage Board recommendations, subsequently they were 
again placed in the same category as before after the Nation- 
al Coal Wage Agreement become effective To me, it ap- 
pears that the demand of these workmen to be treated as 
permanent hand and their claim to be paid at time rate arc 
not justified and it is not correct to say that the management 
of Jecnagora Colliery of M/s. B.C.C. Ltd., has started trea- 
ting them ae casual workers although they had enjoyed the 
privilege of permanency and were being paid at time rate, 

23. That hein; so, the action of the management in treat- 
ing these workmen as casual workers is justified and they 
are entitled to no relief. 

This Is my award. 

S. R. SINHA, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-20012/I79/75-D. THAI 

S.O. 479— In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal No. 3, Dhanbad, in the industrial 
disputes between the employers in relation to Ibc management 
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of Kapasara Colliery of Messrs Eastern Coalfields Limited, 
Post Office Mugma, District Dhanbud and their workmen 
which was received by the Central Government on the 1st 
February, 1978. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT (NO. 3) DHANBAD 

Reference No. 50 ol 1977 


Reference No. 26 of 1976 

Employers in relation to the management of Kapasara 
Colliery of M/s. Eastern Coalfields Limited, P. O. 
Mugma, District Dhanbad. 

AND 

Their workmen. 

APPEARANCES : 

On behalf of the employers : Shri T. P. Chowdhury, 
Advocate. 

On behalf of the workman : Shri G. Prasad, Advocate. 
STATE : Bihar INDUSTRY : Coal 

Dhanbad, 23rd Januruy, 1978 
AWARD 

This is a reference under section 10(1 ) (d) of the T. D. 
Act, 1947 bv the Government of India, Ministry of Labour 
under order' No. L-20012/154/75-DIIIA dated 17th May, 
1976. The schedule is extracted below : 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether the action of the management of Kapasara 
Colliery of Messrs Eastern Coalfields Limited Post 
Office Mugma District Dhanbad in stopping Shri 
Balram Kumar Uppal, Mtiushi from work with effect 
from 5th February, 1974 is justified ? If not to 
what relief is the said workman entitled 7” 

2. The point for adjudication is the justifiability or other- 
wise of stoppage of work to Shri Balram Kumar Uppal with 
effect from 5th February, 1974 by the management of 
Kapasara colliery of M/s. Eastern Coalfields Limited. 

3. From the failure report dated 5-8-75 of the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner (C) Dhanbad- 1 it appears that Shri 
Balram Kumar Uppal had raised an industrial dispute under 
S. 2-A of the 1. D, Act. 1947 and had set up a case that 
he was in service of Fast Kapasara colliery from before take 
over and hnd gone on leave and had to extend his leave 
due to his illness on account of which il was on 5-2-74 that 
he approached the Manager with a certificate of fitness for 
permission to resume his duties which was refused. 

4. It further appears from the failure report that the 
stand of the management was that there was no relation- 
ship of employer and employee between the parties and that 
they were not prepared to employ him. 

5. On receipt of the above failure report reference was 
made to this Tribunal as stated above and the parties have 
given their respective cases in their written statement, 

6. Case of the workman is that he joined the East KHpa- 
snra colliery in July, 1972 as a permanent Munshi and at 
his request leave was granted to him from 14-6-1973 to 
21-6-1973. In the meantime he fell ill and applied for ex- 
tension. After the recovery he reported for duty on 
5-2-1974 with a medical certificate: but was refused on 
account of his trade union activities which was not liked 
by the employers. 

7. It is further said that on 11-2-1974 he sent a represen- 
tation to the Unit Manager. Kapasara Unit. Mugma Sub-Area 
with a copv to all concerned making a demand and raised 
an industrial dispute. But his request was turned down. 
Then on 5-3-1974 he requested interference by the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner and conciliation proceeding started. 
The case that was set up by the management was false and 
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colourable. His name had been entered in the form B 
register, P. F. number was allotted to him and contribution 
towards the provident fund was regularly deducted from his 
wages. Not only that but he was getting his quarterly bonus 
as well. As he was in the service of the colliery on the date 
of nationalisation he acquired a statutory right to continue 
in employment and the stoppage of work w.e.f. 5-2-1974 
is illegal. 

8. His prayer is for reinstatement with back wages and 
other consequential relief on the case as made above. 

9. The employers have filed written statement reiterating 
that there was no relationship of employer and employee 
between the parties. As no industrial dispute was raised 
prior to the start of the conciliation proceeding the reference 
itself is invalid. 

10. It is said that the East Kapasara colliery, a non-coking 
coal mine, vested in the Custodian appointed under the Coal 
Mines (Emergency Provisions) Ordinance, 1973 from 31-1-73, 
The colliery was owned by one Gurudas Ram Kapahi and 
was being run by Shri Nandlal Nair. The concerned workman 
is the brother-in-law of Nandlal Babu. As soon as the 
management of the non-coking coal mines was taken over 
large number of persons in all the collieries including the 
East Kapasara colliery with the help and assistance of un- 
scerupulous employees managed to get themselves entered 
in relevant registers and the concerned workman was in- 
ducted in the same manner. 

11. Case further is that Shri Uppal was never appointed 
ns a permanent munshi, was not granted leave as alleged as 
he was not an employee of the mine and any document 
which he might produce must be manufactured in collusion 
with the staff of the colliery. 

12. It is contended that there being no relationship of em- 
ployer and employee question of stoppage of work does 
not arise and the entire claim of the concerned workman is 
unfounded, 

13. In support of his case the workman has examined him- 
self as WW-1 and has produced a few documents, Ext. W-l 
daled 28-6-72, his letter of appointment, Ext. W-2 dated 
5-2-74 his joining report, Ext. W-2/1 dated 11-2-74 applica- 
tion to the Unit Manager requesting for job and asserting 
his claim, Ext. W-2/2 dated 5-3-74, an application addressed 
to the Manager, Kapasara Unit detailing the points in his 
favour for getting a job, Ext. W-3 dated 13-3-75 a letter 
from the Labour Enforcement Officer to the concerned work- 
man asking him to apply to the management for recruitment 
in category immediately and Ext.-W-2/3 dated 17-3-75 is 
his application in pursuance to the above. 

14. On behalf of the employers two witnesses have been 
examined viz. MW-1 Shri S. C. Roy, overman and MW-2 
Shri Naba Ciopal Das, working as Assistant Manager in 
Kapasara colliery. Quite a few documents have been 
produced in support of the case that he was working on 
commission basis and Exts. M-l, M-l/1 and M-2 are the 
slips given to the concerned workman for issue of baskets 
from the store and the last one is the payment voucher 
regarding commission paid to him. They have produced the 
wage register, Ext. M-3, Form B register, Ext. M-4, bonus 
register, Ext. M-5 and Over Burden Removal Register, 
Ext. M-6. 

1 5. Shri G. Prasad, Advocate appearing for the workman 

has submitted that if the reference is regarding the stoppage 
ol work of a munshi of the East Kapasara colliery it is not 
open to the Tribunal to enter into the question that he was 
not a munshi but was working on commission and was paid 
accordingly. He has further contended that the Tribunal 
cannot enlarge the ambit of dispute and the Tribunal as to 
confine its adjudication to the pleadings and issues arising 
therefrom. His argument further is that when a particular 

dispute has been referred to the Tribunal for adjudication 

hs in this case the Tribunal cannot direct itself to the ques- 
tion whether this stoppage was on the ground of his being 
an inductee. In support of his contention he has referred 
to several decisions of the Supreme Court reported in SCLJ. 
Vol. 6 LI. P. Electric Supply Co, Ltd, v. Workmen of 
Messrs S. M. Choudhiiry & another, Page 3906, SCLJ 

Vol, 9 Jaipur Udiog Ltd, V. Cement Work Karamchari 


Sangh, Sahu Nagar, Page 267, SCLJ Vol. 7 M/s. Parry &. Co. 
Ltd, v, P. C. Lai Judge of the Second Industrial Tribunal, 
Calcutta Page 496 and 1977 Lab. I. C. Lachman Das and 
another v. M/s. Indian Express Newspapers (Bombay) Pvt. 
Ltd. and another, Page 823. 

J6. There can be no dispute with the proposition of law 
relied upon by the learned Advocate, The Tribunal cannot 
enlarge the scope of the dispute nor it can substitute any 
dispute in place of the one referred to it for adjudication nor 
it can add: a fresh dispute not given in the schedule, and it 
has to confine itself to the pleadings of the parties and the 
issues arising therefrom. But none of the cases referred to 
above has laid down the principle of law that in order to 
adjudicate the dispute raised in the reference Ihe Tribunal 
cannot consider incidental matters relating to the dispute. In 
the instant case the schedule of reference refers to the stopp- 
age of work of the concerned workman working as a munshi. 
The employers have raised a point that he was never in the 
service of the company and was an inductee, In order to ad- 
judicate the dispute properly it will certainly open to the 
Tribunal to examine the respective cases of the parties and 
then give an appropriate award. If Mr. Prasad wants to 
emphasise that it has to be taken for granted that the con- 
cerned workman was a Munshi and the Tribunal cannot con- 
sider the stand taken up by the employers then there would 
be no dispute at all and the Tribunal has to give an award 
without going into the merits of the case and grant the re- 
liefs claimed by the concerned workman. Therefore, what 
the Tribunal has to do is to confine itself to the respective 
case of the parties and then to give an award in terms of 
the reference. 

17. It is admitted by WW-1, the concerned workman that 
his brother Shri Om Prakash Uppal was working in the East 
Kapasara colliery at the tinqc of take over and is still in 
service of that colliery. He further admits that the colliery 
was under the Banga Laxmi Coal Co. and the owner was 
Asha Bhai Patel, that Gurudas Ram Kapahi was the lessee 
and Nandlal Nair, Sala of Gurudas Babu was his employee. 
Shri S. C. Roy who is working as overman since 1971 in 
the Kapasara colliery has stated that Shri Nandlal Nair was 
looking after the colliery on behalf of his brother-in-law and 
Omi Uppal. brother-in-law- of Nandlal Babu, was looking 
after the colliery affairs on his behalf. The concerned work- 
man being the brother of Omi Uppal there is nothing strange 
if at the time of take over he managed to get a berth in 
the colliery by some means or the other with the help of 
his brother and brother-in-law, Shri Nandlal Nair. No docu- 
mentary evidence can be expected on this point and we have 
to rely on the oral evidence and the connected circumstances 
to accept this part of the case of the management, 

18. Tt is admitted by WW-1 that Shri S. C. Roy, MW-1, 
was the overman and Shri N. C>. Das. MW-2, was the sur- 
veyor and Kuldip was the Munshi in 1972 when the incline 
in Kapasara colliery was closed and quarry No. 2 started, 
in that view of the matter evidence of MW-1 and of MW-2 
deserves consideration and must be given du e weight. 

19. We get from the evMence of WW-1 that he is a resi- 
dent of Punjab and before his employment on 30-6-1972 he 
had come to this colliery only once in 1968 or 1969. His 
present age is 28 years, in 1968 or 1969 he must be aged 
about 20 years and at the time of his alleged appointment 
about 22 or 23. Nothing has been brought on record to 
show that, there was any advertisement by the colliery for 
employment of a Munshi and in response he applied and 
was appointed. His employment in this circumstance was 
only possible because he was related to Shri Nandlal Babu and 
his brother was already in employment there. Had it not been 
so, he could not have come to the East Kapasara colliery r’l 
the way from Punjab. This is another circumstances which 
supports the case of the management. 

20. WW-1 has admitted that except, Ext. W-l, the letter 
of appointment dated 28-6-1972 he has no other paper to 
show that he had any concern with the East Kapasara 
colliery at that time. Ext. M-4 is the form B register of the 
year 1973 in which his name does not find place, Ext. M-3 
is the wage register wherein also his name does not transpire 
and Ext. M-5 is the bonus register where his name is at 
Page 189 and he has received bonus for one quarter. Tn 
cross-examination he says that one Mr. Dutta used to write 
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the bonus register and he was aware of the job on which 
he was appointed, But the register shows that all the en- 
tries are blank. It means that the register was manufactured 
in haste with respect to this workman and consequently all 
relevant data are missing. Mr. Dulta being aware that he 
was working as a Munshi could not have failed to mention 
it and also the date of his employment if actually he was 
working In the East Kapasara colliery as a Munshi w.e.f. 
28-6-1972. This is also a circumstance which supports the 
case of the management, 

21. The other papers that have been filed on his behalf 
arc all unilateral and cannot by any stretch of reasoning 
show that the concerned workman was working in the East 
Kapasara colliery. If P. F. deductions were made from his 
wages he must have been allotted a Provident Fund No., 
but admittedly it is not there, Therefore, merely his oral 
evidence that he was a member of the P. F. Scheme and 
deductions were made from his salary on that account cannot 
be of any help. This is also a circumstance which goes 
against him and cannot be overlooked. 


CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (M.P.) 

CAMP AT CHHINDWARA (M.P.) 

Case No, CG1T/LC(R)(24) of 1977. 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Western 
Coalfields Limited, Parasia and their Workman re- 
presented through the Secretary, M.P.R.K.K.M. 
Sangh (INTUC) Chandametta, Distt. Chhindwara 
(M.P.). 

APPEARANCES : 

For Workmen— Shri S. S. Bharadwaj, Secretary. 

For Management — S/Shrl Pavgi and G. S, Kapur, Dy. 
Chief Personnel Officer, 

INDUSTRY : Coal Mine DISTRICT : Chhindwara 

(M.P.) 


22. According to the case of the employers he was not 
working as a Munshi rather was working on commission for 
overburden removal. Exts. M-1, Ext, M-l/1 as well as Ext, 
M-l|2 are the relevant documents in this regard. Exts. M-1 
and M-l/1 are the two slips issued by MW-1 to the con- 
cerned workman for issue of 5 pieces and 7 pieces res- 
pectively of cane buskets from the store for over burden 
removal. Ext. M-2 shows that an advance of Rs. 200/- 
against the dues on account of commission was given to the 
concerned workman and Hiralal Kapahi and the concerned 
workman had put his signature on the hack on the receipt. 
These documents, in my opinion, lend support to the case 
of the management that he was not working as Munshi 
in East Kapasara colliery from before take over. To me 
it appears that his case that he had gone on leave on 
14-6-1973 and then fell ill and remained absent till 5-2-1974 
is a cock and bull story fabricated for the purpose of this 
case. The original leave application is not here nor there is its 
copy. It appears that it was on 5-2-1974 that the concerned 
workman could get hold of Ext. W-l and thereafter started 
sendlnR applications and being not satisfied reported to the 
Labour Enforcement Officer for non-payment of wages and 
then on bis advice applied for being recruited to a post of 
category I. 

23. Thus. on one side (here is complete lack of evidence 
cither oral or documentary, on the other, there are materials 
both oral and documentary, to establish that the concerned 
workman was never in the employment of the East Kapasara 
colliery and his entire claim in unfounded. It being admitted 
that his brother is still In service of this very colliery he 
could have atleast called him to support his case. It seems 
that perhaps he was not sure if his brother would he helpful 
in the matter and therefore did not take that risk. From the 
evidence on record and the circumstances arising out of the 
same, the case of the management seems more probablo and 
(hat being so he does not acquire any right under the Coal 
Mines fNationalisation) Act. 1972 and cannot claim anv 
relief. There being no relationship of employer and emp- 
loyee the question of stoppage of work by the management 
of Kapasara colliery in which the East Kapasara colliery has 
merged docs not arise and Shri Balaram Kumar Uppal is 
entitled to no relief. 

This is my award. 

S. R. STNHA, Presiding Officer 
[No. L-2001 2/154/7 5-D. ITT(A)1 
S. H. S. IYER. Desk Officer 

New Delhi,, the 28th January, 1978 

S.O. 480. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act. 1947, the Central Government hereby pub- 
lishes the following award of the Central Government Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Jabalpur (Madhya Pradesh) in the industrial 
dispute between the emnloyers in relation to the manage- 
ment of Western Coalfields Limited. Parasia and their 
workman, which was received by the Central Government 
on 24th January, 1978, 


Dated : January 13th, 1978 
AWARD 

This is a reference made by the Government of India in 
the Ministry of Labour vide it’s Order No. L-22012(l) /77-D- 
III(B) /D-IV(B) Dated 24-12-1977, of the following indus- 
trial dispute for adjudication by this Tribunal : — 

“Whether the action of the management of Western 
Coalfields Limited Pench Area, Parasia in reverting 
Shri S.K. Chakravarty from the post of Office 
superintendent to that of Head Clerk in Burkui Hos- 
pital of Western Coalfields Limited is justified ? 
If not. to what relief Is the concerned workman 
entitled ?” 

2. Notices were issued to the parties for filing their respec- 
tive written statement today. Instead of filing the written 
statements the parties have filed a settlement dated 10-1-1978 
terms of which are reasonable and accepted by both the 
parties. Award is given in terms of the settlement which 
shall from part of this award. 

S. N. JOHRT, Presiding Officer 
13-1-78, 

MEMORANDUM OF SETTLEMENT 
PARTIES : 

Representing management : Shri G. $, Kapur, Dy. Chief 
Personnel Officer, Western Coalfields Ltd. Pench 
Area, P, O. Parasia. 

Representing workmen : Shri S. S. Bharadwaj, Secretary, 
M,P. R.K.M. Sangh (INTUC) Chandametta. 

Short Recital of the case 

The Ministry of Labour. Govt, of India, vide Order 
No, L-22012(l ) /77-D.III(B) /D-TV(B) dated 24-12-77, 
referred the following dispute to the C.G.I.T. cum Labour 
Court, Jabalpur : — 

"Whether the action of the management of Western 
Coalfields Ltd,, Pench Area, Parasia, in reverting 
Shri S.K. Chakravarty from the post of Office Sundt. 
to that of Head Clerk In Burkui Hospital of Wes- 
tern Coalfields Ltd. Is justified ? If not, to what 
relief Is the concerned workman entitled 7" 

Whereas the parties, above mentioned desired to settle 
the above dispute amicably amongst themselves, without pre- 
judice to their respective stands! discussed the dispute at 
Icength and reached. Terms of Settlement ns under 

Terms of Settlement 

1. Agreed that the management shall designate Shri S. K. 
Chakravarty as Office Suodt. with effect from 
1-1-1978 and fix him in Technical Gr. 'A’ of N.C. 
W.A. (592-992) with effect from 1-1-78 giving two 
additional increments with effect from 1-1-78 and 
one more aditional increment from 1-7-78 in full 
and final settlement of the dispute in the said re- 
ference. He will be entitled for his next annual in- 
crement from 1-7-79. 
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2. The workman on their part agree that they shall pot 

have any claim /dispute for arrears etc. for the 
part period. 

3, That both the parties shall file this settlement before 

the C.G.i.T. cum I. about Court, Jabalpur request- 
ing for an Award in terms thereof. 

Representing workmen Representing management 

(S. S. Bharadwaj) (G.S. Kapur) 

Secretary, Dy. Chief Personnel Officer, 

M.P.R.K.K.M. Sangh (INTUC) Western Coalfields I.td, 

Chandametta. Pcnch Area, P.O. Parasla, 

Distt. Chhindwara (MP) Distt. Chhindwara (M.P.) 

Dt. 10-1-1978 
Witnesses : 

1. Sd/- 

2 . Sd/- 

S. N. JOHRT, Presiding Officer 
134-78. 

(No. L-22012(T) /77-D.TIKB) /D-TV(B)] 
New Delhi, the 1st February, 1978 

S.O. 481. — -In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) , the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Newton Chickli Colliery of Coal Mines Authority T.imited 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on 30th January, 1978. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRTBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT. JABALPUR (M.P.) 

Case No. CGIT/LC(RK14) of 1976 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Newton 
Chickli Colliery of . Coal Mines Authority Limited 
and their workman represented through Bhartiya 
Koyla Khadan Mazdoor Sangh, P.O. Chandametta, 
Distt. Chhindwara (M.P, ) . 

APPEARANCES : 

For Workmen Shri S.S. Shakarwar, 

Advocate. 

For Management ... Shri P. S. Nair, Advocate 

INDUSTRY : Coal Mines DISTRICT : Chhindwara 

(M.P.) 

Jabalpur, the 19th January, 1978 
AWARD 

This is a reference made by the Government of India in 
the Ministry of Labour vide it's Order No. L-220 12/22 /75-D. 
ULB Dated 25th November, 1976 for the adjudication of 
the following industrial dispute : — 

“Whether the action of the management of Newton Sub- 
Area of Coal Mines Authority Ltd., Pencil Aren 
Parasla In retntion to their Newton Chickli 'B' 
Colliery in not regularising S7Shri Savir S/o Sheikh 
Hayat. Sheikh Rafique S/o Sheikh Hayat, and Jafld 
S/o Nljan as timber mislries even though they 
were working as timber mistries previously and re- 
gularising other workmen as timber mistries having 
same length of service as that of the workman con- 
cerned in the dispute is justified ? If not to w’hat 
relief the workmen are entitled to 7” 

2. It is not now disputed that Sheikh Jafld was initially 
appointed on 1-2-1972 while the other two entered in the 
service on F3th March, 1973. AH the three were initially 
inducted as General Mazdoors Category t but from. 15-8-1973 
they were promoted as Timber Mazdoors Cat. EL Since than 
their designation remained unchanged till as per private agree- 
ment between the concerned workmen and the management 
signed on 224-77 they were promoted as Timber Mistries 
with effect from 15-1-77. They filed the said agreement 


and moved applications that the award in the case may be 
given In terms of the same but the Union appeared at a later 
stage and raised contest about the genuineness of the agree- 
ment. 

3. The case of the Union is that these workman continu- 
ously worked as timber mistries for the last serveral years 
hence they should be fixed in Category JV in the posts of 
Timber Mistries with effect from 1-5-1973 having regard 
to the nature of duties that were performed by them during 
the course of all these years. Promotions gran'ed to others 
in preference to these workman were not proper. With res- 
pect to the agreement it is alleged that the agreement was 
vitiated because the consent of the concerned workman and 
their signatures were obtained under duress, misrepresentation 
and fraud. 

4. The management has challenged the validity of the 
reference on the ground that no dispute was directly raised 
by the sponsoring Union with the management and therefore 
no industrial dispute came into existence. More over tht 
sponsoring Union had no representative capacity nor had any 
member in that colliery, No resolution was ever passed by 
the members of the Union authorising the President to raise 
the industrial dispute in the matter. Thus the dispute which 
was essentially the individual dispute never assumed the 
shape of Industrial dispute. In the absence of the industrial 
dispute no reference could be valid. The agreement with the 
workmen was not vitiated either on account of duress or 
misrepresentation or fraud as alleged, The workman con- 
cerned appended their signatures to the agreement with 
freewill and not only accepted the contents after fully under- 
standing them but also acted upon the same. It is true that 
they were at times deputed to work as Timber Mistries for 
short durations but the D.P.C., when It considered their case 
along with others, did not find them fit for promotion hence 
could not be promoted while others below and above them 
in the seniority list were found fit and promoted to the 
Category IV post. 

5. The legal issues raised by the management have no 
force. Bhartiya Koyala Khandan Mazdoor Sangh, the 
sponsoring Union, is proved to he having some membership 
vide the statement of Shri Sachdeva, Suprintendent of Mines 
(M.W.l) who had been the Manager of that Colliery, 
for sometime during the relevant period. B.K.K.M. Sangh 
Is not a majority Union but oven a minority Union can spon- 
sor a dispute and if the Union of an industry raise a dispute 
other formalities of resolution etc. need not be brought on 
record, This point has thus no force. 

6. There is, of course, no allegation that the sponsoring 
Union raised the dispute with the management, but when 
the management participated before the concilllatlon officer 
and denied the claim without raising such an objection an 
industrial dispute came into existence before the reference 
was made- The management is. thus now estopped from alleging 
that industrial dispute never came into existence before the 
reference. This point has also thus no force and the re- 
ference is held to be valid. 

7 The workmen entered into an agreement with the 
management soon after the reference was made. They ap- 
peared before the Tribunal and moved applications that they 
did not want to press their claims in view of the agreement. 
They wanted the Tribunal to give award in terms of the 
agreement. Thereafter none of the three workmen ever 
appeared before this Tribunal for challenging the validity, 
genuineness or voluntariness of the agreement. Even the 
Union did not raise anv allegation against the agreement in 
it’s writen statement which had been filed more than five 
months after the filing of the said agreement. The Union 
was in know of it and the agreement came to be obliquely 
mentioned in the pleadings of the written statement. It 
was for the first time in the rejoinder that the vague allega- 
tions of coercion, undue mflunce and fraud were raised 
bv the Union without giving any particular. Such a belated 
after thought plea Is not sufficient to undermine the genui- 
neness and voluntary nature of agreement. 

8. Thereafter for the first time when one of the three 
workmen was put in the witness box it was specified that 
the workers were threatened that if they did not sign the 
nuiwntent the management will come heavv upon them. Thu« 
in the witness box the pleas of undue Influence and fraud 
were dropped and only coercion came to the forefront. All 
the three pleas were taken in the rejoinder unmindful of 
the fact that their manner of operation is at times mutually 
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exclusive, inasmuch as undue influence and fraud require 
closer relationship of confidence which is exploited while 
coercion requires an element of superior position, which 
may be utilised for extending the threat of punishment or 
other Injury to the person in inferior position directly or 
Indirectly to one in whom he is interested. Neither any 
such relationship is alleged nor the belated solitary state- 
ment of one of the three workmen, has any worth in the 
absence of particulars of the said pleas in the pleadings in 
total disregard of the principle of natural justice incorporated 
in 0.6 R. 4 of C.l’.C, that such particulars of fraud, undue 
influence or coercion should be given in the pleadings as 
may not take the other party by surprise. In the present 
case pleading of the rejoinder were drafted by an Advocate 
of sufficient standing. Such vague pleadings deserve to be 
rejected as honest. 

8. As for the alleged coercion specified at the evidence 

stage, two of the workmen arc the brothers of Sheikh 
F.klyme (W.W.2) who had been dismissed for assault- 
ing the Manager. Such persons are hardly likely to succumb 
to any such coercion. The plea of the Union under the circum- 
stances has no leg to stand specifically when the concerned 

workmen have not only signed the agreement but have also 

accepted fruits of the same. They are now estopped 
from challenging its validity and I am inclined 
to hold that the agreement was free and fair. 

9. It was free because it came into existence with free 

will of (he contracting parties and it was fair because mere 
intermittent working does not qualify a workman for being 
selected to a promotion post. The opinion of the D.P.C. 
that these workmen were not found suitable can neither he 
challenged nor it can be lightly ignored. Promotion is a 
managerial function and as neither malafides nor unfair 
labour practice nor victimisation on account of trade union 
activities, has been alleged or proved in the present case, 
this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to nit over the decision 
of the management in appeal or order promotion of these 
workmen from some back date on which date they were 
not found fit by the D.P.C. It was held in Hindustan Lever 
Ltd. Vs. Workmen (1973 SCLJ 321) that 

“In the absence of the findings of malafides or victimisa- 
tion of the workman, concerned for trade union 
activities or any unfair labour practice, Labour 
Court could not arrogate to itself the promotional 
functions of the management." 

In view of the above legal position and in the absence of 
necessary pleas and evidence aa discussed above, this Tribunal 
would not be in a position to grant the benefit of promotion 
to the concerned workmen. Under such circumstances, the 
agreement envisaging granting of promotional benefits to the 
concerned workmen from 15th January, 1977 cannot but be 
said to be fair and beneficial to them. 

10. The agreement was accepted and acted upon by both 
the real parties to the dispute even though that agreement 
did not amount to a settlement within the meaning of Sec- 
tion 2(p) of Industrial Disputes Act because it did not 
comply with the prescribed formalities. The said agreement 
thus extinguishes the cause of action so far as these workmen 
are concerned and the Union cannot be allowed to hammer 
out from their settled individual dispute an industrial dispute 
for tempering with the industrial peace. Such an industrial 
dispute arising out of the individual dispute of two or three 
workmen, has to be distinguished from industrial dispute of 
wider impact when it relates to the general questions like 
rate of bonus etc. and engulfs in its roie a large number of 
workmen. The former type of industrial dispute dies with 
the genuine death of the individual dispute while the latter 
type of the industrial dispute cannot he nipped into (he bud 
by a handful of individual workmen. 

11. In State of Bihar Vs. D. N, Ganguly (IV SCLJ 2248 
at 2254) it was stated that : 

“It would bo very unreasonable to assume that indus- 
trial tribunal would insist upon dealing with the 
dispute on merit even after it has been informed 
that the dispute has been amicably settled between 
the parties.” 

As such after the agreement, which completely liquidates 
the dispute, there remains no point in beating the dead 
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horse. The Supreme Court in the aforesaid case of D. N. 
Ganguly further went on to say on the same page that 

“We have already indicated that amicable settlements 
of industrial disputes which generally lead to Indus- 
trial peace and harmony are the primary objects 
of the Act." 

Thus the object of the Industrial Disputes Act will bo 
served in upholding the agreement rather than in digging 
out the debris of bruised relationship between the parties. 

12. In Amalganated Coffee Estate Ltd. Vs, Their work- 
men (VI SCLJ 3672) workmen of some of the Estates 
entered into an agreement with the management which was 
held to be fair. While some of the participating unions 
objected to the binding character of such settlements the 
Supreme Court held that the settlement was binding on 
those who have acted upon it and accepted the payment 
(later on the benefit was extended to all the unions for the 
sake of uniformity). The cas/e was considered by the Sup- 
reme Court in Jhagrakhand Collieries Ltd. Vs. G. C, Agar- 
wal. Central Government Industrial Tribunal Jabalpur (1975 
SCLJ 343) and there it was observed at page 353 that— 

“An appeal being a rehearing of the case in Amalgama- 
ted Coffee Estate case, the jurisdiction of the court 
to dieide the dispute in just manner was so extensive 
with that of the Tribunal to judge which was re- 
ferred under Section 10(1). This Court found, 
in agreement wiih the report of the Tribunal, that 
the settlement arrived at between most of the 
unions representing most of the workmen and the 
management, was valid and condusive to indu^rial 
peace and therefore, it was just and appropriate to 
dieide the dispute und dispose of the appeal in terms 
of the settlement.” 

In this case also my findings, as given above, say that the 
agreement is fair and condusive to industrial peace, hence 
1 am of the view that the award should be given in terms 
of the agreement. 

Award is therefore, given accordingly. Agreement dated 
22-1-1977 shall form part of Ihc award. 

S. N. JOHRI, Presiding Officer. 

19-1-1978 
Ex. M-41. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL, JABALPUR 
Case No. CGIT/LC(B)/(14)/1976 

Sheikh Sabbir & 2 others Applicants 

Vs. 

Sub Area Manager, Newlorn Sub Area , . Non-applicants. 
The parties beg to submit ns under : 

1. That the parties hav e negotiated and settled the dispute 
between themselves on the following terms : — 

1, That the management will give category IV with a 

basis of Rs. 12.75 to Jafid, Sk. Sabbir & Sk. Rafiq 
from 15-1-1977 as Timber Mistries, 

2. That the workmen wilhdraw all other claims against 

the Management, 

PRAYER 

It is therefore prayed that this Hon'ble Court be pleased 
to give an award in terms of the said settlement, 

APPLICANTS : 

1. (Sk Sabbir s/o Sk. Hayat) 

Sd./- 
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2. (Sk Raflque s/o Sk. Hayat) 

Sd./- 

3. (Sk. Jafid s/o Sk. Nijam) 

Sd./- 

NON-APPLICANTS : 

Sd./- 

22/1/1977. 

SUB AREA MANAGER 
NEWTON SUB AREA. 

S. N, JOHRI, Presiding Officer. 

19-1-1978. 

[No. L-220 1 2(22) /75-D . ni(B)/D-IV(B)] 

New Delhi, the 3rd Ecbruary, 1978 

S.O. 482. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Ballarpur Colliery of Western Coalfields Limited, District 
Chanda (Madhya Pradesh) and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on 1st February, 1978. 


CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (M.P.) 

Case No. CGIT/LC(BM26) of 1968. 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the Management of Ballarpur 
Colliery, Post Office Ballarpur, District Chanda 
(Madhya Pradesh) and their Workmen represented by 
the Vice-President, Samyukta Khadan Mazdoor 
Sangh, Chanda. 

APPEARANCES : 

For Employer. — Shri P. S. Naif, Advocate. 

For Workmen. — Shri P. K, Thakur, Advocate. 

Coal Mine. 

INDUSTRY : Coal Mine, DISTRICT ; Chanda (M. P.) 


labalpur, the 2Jth lanuary, 1978 
AWARD 

This is a reference made by the Government of India 
In the Ministry of Labour vide its order No. 5/59/67 /LRU 
dated the 22nd March, 1968 for adjudication of the following 
industrial by this Tribunal, 


“Whether the management of Ballarpur Colliery, Post 
Office Ballarpur District Chanda (Madhya Pradesh) 
was justified in retrenching the following ten Coal- 
cutters without taking into account their past 
service prior to April 1966, and without payment 
of full retrenchment compensation : 


SCHEDULE 


SI. No. Name of the workman. 


1. Shri Sunker Ramaya 

2, Shri Galepelli Purga Sallu. 


1. No. 

Name of the workman 

3. 

Shri Sunker Rajam 

4. 

Shri Sunker Yank at i 

5. 

Shri Rai Pocha Pocha 

6. 

Shri Jog Yalla 

7. 

Shri Sunker Pocham 

8. 

Shri Panam Samaya 

9. 

Shri Chirkutota Odcloo and 

10. 

Shri Bolli Pocha Bhana, 


If not, to what relief are the workmen entitled ? 

(2) Whether the Management of Ballarpur Solliery, Post 
Office Ballarpur, District Chanda (Madhya Pradesh) 
was justified in terminating the services of the follow- 
ing eleven workmen, on the ground of their being 
found medically unfit ; — 


S No. 

Name 

Designation 

1 . 

Shri Malla Narsa 

Trammer-enm-Loader 

2. 

Shri Endnoor Yella 

Coal Cutter 

3. 

Shri Samaya Ramaya 

Trammer 

4. 

Shri Gundet Narsaiya 

Trammer-cum-Loader 

5. 

Shri Gaddam Mallaya 
Pocham 

Trammer-cum-Loador 

6. 

Shri Kannor Raja Pocha 

Coal Cutter 

7. 

Shri Kumar Pocha 

Coal Cutter 

8. 

Shri Kalwal Raja 

General Mazdoor 


Hanmantoo 


9. 

Shri Sakharam Cano) 

Timber Mazdoor 

10 

Shri Bandal Lachma 

Dresser 

11 . 

Shri Lachman Nago 

Dresser 


Tf not, to what relief are the workmen entitled ? 

2. It is not disputed that workmen Coal-cutters at 
Serial Number 1 to 10 of the Schedule No. 1 of reference 
were found surplus on account of mechanisation of mines, 
hence their services were terminated after giving them 
notice pay and some retrenchment compensation. The 
second set of workmen mentioned at Serial Number 1 to 5 
of the Schedule No. 11 were reported to be temporarily 
unfit for duty by the Colliery Doctor and were therefore 
served with a notice and stopped from coming to the 
work. They were advised to undergo treatment and pro- 
duce fitness certificates when they shall be taken back on 
duty. Thereafter they never reported back to duty with a 
certificate of fitness from the Medical Officer of the Colliery. 
Their contract of service was never terminated but they 
themselves did not approach the Management thereafter. 
The third set of the workmen at Serial Number 6 to 10 
of Schedule No. IT were reported by the Colliery Doctor 
to be permanently disabled from working in the Colliery. 
Hence their services were terminated. Laxman Nago 
Serial Number 11 of the Schedule IT is said to have resigned 
from service when he was also reported to be temporarily 
medically unfit to work in the mine. During the pendency 
of this reference for a long period Sri log Yalla (SI. No. 6) 
of Schedule I, Sri Gundet Narsaiya (SI. No. 4), Sri Kumar 
Pocha (SI. No. 7) and Sri Bandal Lachma Dresser (SI, No. 
10) of the Schedule IT have died. No successor has come 
forward to take up their claim. Inspite of the fact that the 
dispute was sponsored by the Union my predecessor vide 
order dated 30/11/1968 impleaded all the concerned 
workmen as parties to this reference. 

3. The case of the Union is that the Colliery Doctor 
was a tool of the then management and these workers of 
Schedule II of the reference could not be stopped from 
their work simply on his certificates. In any- case they 
should have been referred to some expert and alternatively 
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they should have been provided with some other job not 
involving their disability. The resignation of Sri Lachmnn 
Nago, Dresser was fradulently obtained from him. He was 
made to sign a paper when he demanded an advance and 
that paper was converted into a resignation. The other 
workmen mentioned in the first Schedule of the reference 
had never participated in the said strike of 1966. They 
were prevented by the striking workmen from going to duty 
and the management itself asked them not to risk their 
life specially because they could not be sent into the mines 
as the lifts were not working on account of the participa- 
tion of all the workers of the Mechanical Department in that 
strike. In fact as soon as the strike was over they were 
taken back on duty and the payments were made to them. 
No notice of termination was served upon them, As such 
their services never came to be snapped and the whole of 
their service period should have been taken into account for 
computing retrenchment compensation. 

4. The case of the erstwhile management of Ballarpur 
Colliery Company is that the services of the workmen at 
SI, Nos. 1 to 5 of Schedule No. 2 were never terminated. 
They themselves did not turn tip for service nor they produc- 
ed the fitness certificates as they had been advised when they 
were stopped from the work. With respect to the workmen 
at SI. Nos. t to 10 of Schedule No. 2 the management has 
denied that it was under any duty lo disbelieve the certifica- 
tes of it's Medical Officer or that he was a tool in the hands 
of the management or the management was under a duty 
to send them to some other expert or the management was 
under an obligation to provide them with alternative jobs, 
The service of Sri Lachman Nago at SI. No. 11 of Schedule 
No. 2 of the reference was never terminated. He had vo- 
luntarily resigned from service and that resignation was 
accepted. The workmen in Schedule No, 1 were properly 
retrenched because they had become surplus on account of 
mechanisation of mine. Proper notice pay and retrench- 
ment compensation were paid to them. Since they took 
part in the illegal strike in the year 1966 due to which their 
services were terminated and since after the strike they were 
given fresh appointments, their services prior to 1966 were 
not taken Into account for payment of retrenchment compen- 
sation. The Union had no representative capacity and the 
reference was bad because it presumed Ballarpur to be 
Madhya Pradesh. Misjoinder of dispute and cause of action 
is also alleged. 

5. The successor management Western Coalfields Limited, 
has adopted all the pleas raised by the erstwhile management 
and has further added that no industrial dispute came into 
existence because prior to reference the workmen or the 
union never made a demand with the then management. 
Participation in conciliation proceedings before the Assistant 
Labour Commissioner could not create an industrial dispute. 
The reference is alleged to be different from the dispute as 
it was raised before the Conciliation Officer. In any case 
the Western Coalfields Limited claims complete exoneration 
front liability on account of the protection provided to it by 
the various provisions of the Coal Mines Nationalisation 
Act. 

6. Writ Petition No. 1123 of 1968 was filed by the erst- 
while management challenging the validity of the reference 
on the aforesaid grounds which have been raised by it in its 
written statement. The High Court however decided on 
8-1-75 that the preliminary issues so raised be decided by 
the Tribunal at the time of final' hearing on merits. 

7. One of the points so raised by the erstwhile manage- 
ment is that the reference mentions Ballarpur Colliery to 
be situated in Chanda district in Madhya Pradesh which is 
factually incorrect as Chanda district is situated in Maha- 
rashtra and not in Madhya Pradesh, It was before the re- 
organisation of States that Chanda district was in Madhya 
Pradesh. Perhaps that is the cause of the creeping in of the 
clerical error. It is not dear in what respect the jurisdiction 
of this Tribunal or validity of the reference is being chal- 
lenged on this point. This error in description is incapable 
of misleading or confusing any one about the nature or place 
of the dispute or about the parties to it. There is neither 
Ballarpur Post Office nor Chanda district in Madhya Pra- 
desh. On the other hand, it is undisputed that Ballarpur 
Colliery, Post Office Ballarpur district Chanda is situated in 
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Maharashtra. Parties have correctly understood that the re- 
ference in fact relates to the Colliery situated in Maharash- 
tra. The fact that the copy of the reference was endorsed to 
Regional Labour Commissioner, Bombay and Asstt. Lubour 
Commissioner Nagpur and the fact that along; with it copy 
of the failure report of conciliation proceedings submitted 
by Asstt. Labour Commissioner, Nagpur, were forwarded, are 
vocal enough to show that in fact the dispute so referred 
relates to Ballarpur Colliery of Chanda district situated in 
Maharashtra. Such an Innocuous clerical error of mentioning 
Madhya Pradesh instead of Maharashtra which is not capable 
of causing any confusion about nature or place of dispute, 
Is not capable of either introducing an element of invalidity 
in the reference or infirmity in the jurisdiction. Similar cleri- 
cal error of writing ‘Ranchi’ for 'Patna’ in the order of 
reference was held to be innocuous by the Supreme Court 
in Dabur (Dr. S. K. Burman) Pvt. Ltd. Dcoghar Bihar v. 
The Workmen (7 SCLJ 466). 

8. The point so raised purports to obliquely suggest that 
since the dispute arose in Maharashtra, the reference could 
not be made to the Tribunal situated in Jabalpur in Madhya 
Pradesh, Industrial Disputes Act does not envisage jurisdic- 
tional restriction arising out of territories so far as references 
arc concerned. Any reference of any dispute arising at any 
place could be referred to any Tribunal situated at any other 
place in the country. There is no territorial division of juris- 
dictions amongst the few Industrial Tribunals situated in 
this country. The point has thus no force. 


9. The second point raised by the erstwhile management 
is of misjoinder of the causes of action. This point again 
has no force. The law does not contemplate that the dispute 
of only a single workman should form part of one reference. 
This plea ignores the concept of collective bargaining in which 
very often more than one demands from the subject matter 
of discussion. Tn that sense the law of misjoinder of causes 
of actions or»of parties as_ understood in civil law, has no 
place In Industrial adjudication. This point is again answered 
against the management. 

10. The third point raised by it is about the representative 
capacity of the union. Assistant Labour Commissioner has 
certified that the union had the membership and representative 
capacity. The workman Laxman Nago has deposed that all 
of them were the members of that union. Mazhar, General 
Secretary filed an affidavit on 27-7-68 and with it he filed 
membership receipt books and the register. He was tendered 
for cross-examination on the affidavit. He has stated on 
oath that the union had the membership at the relevant time 
and was thus a representative union. As against this well 
corroborated evidence held denial of it’s representative capa- 
city made by Shri Ram Kishorc Singh (M.W. 1) carries no 
weight. The point has thus no force and is decided against 
the management. 

11. The successor management. Western Coalfields Ltd., 
has also raised two preliminary objections. The first objection 
is that the reference was bad because no industrial dispute 
had come into existence prior to it as no demand was 
raised by the union with the management. The erstwhile 
management participated in the conciliation proceedings but 
did not raise any objection before the Assistant Labour Com- 
missioner nor it ever raised any such objection before the 
Tribunal that the Union had not raised the dispute before it 
prior to the reference, This means that the union had in 
fact raised the dispute before it and that amounts to tacit 
admission that industrial dispute had in fact come into exist- 
ence prior to the reference. When Ballarpur Colliery Com- 
pany does not say that the dispute was not raised before it 
by the union, the successor company, Western Coalfields Ltd., 
cannot come forward to say that it was in fact not raised 
before that Company, Shri Ram Kishore Singh (M.W. 1) 
who is now Senior Personnel Officer in Western Coalfields 
Ltd. was examined by it for proving that the union had raised 
no demand with the erstwhile management before the refer- 
ence was made. He has not deposed as to what office he 
occupied with the erstwhile management at the relevant time 
and was it impossible for the demand escaping his notice if 
such a demand was made. The papers exhibited by the 
management show that Shri Jha was the Manager. The demand 
should have been made to him. He has not been examined. 
This is thus no effective rebuttal of the inference drawn 
above. The point is decided accordingly. 
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12. Western Coalfields Ltd. has raised another objection 
that the dispute raised was materially different to the dispute 
referred for adjudication so far as the case of 10 coal cutters 
is concerned, The failure report of the Asstt, Labour Com- 
missioner received with the reference and the pleadings of 
the union show that the dispute raised was about the quan- 
tum of retrenchment compensation, whereas the management 
took the stand that the services of these coal cutters were 
terminated at the time of and for their participation in the 
illegal strike in April 1965 and they were given fresh appoint- 
ments thereafter hence when they were retrenched as surplus 
in August 1967 only their one year service from April 1 1966 
to August 1967 was counted for computing the retrenchment 
compensation and only that compensation was paid to them, 
the Union's stand was that full compensation calculated on 
the basis of full length of continuous service including the 
one prior to the strike should have been taken into consi- 
deration for calculating the retrenchment compensation and 
only such amount should have been paid to them. It was 
thus a money dispute. Validity or jurisdiction of retrench- 
ment was never challenged. 

13. The reference however speaks of ‘justification of re- 
trenchment’ and treats the question of quantum of compen- 
sation as a closed topic by presuming that the compensa- 
tion paid was not proper. The words T and without payment 
of full retrenchment compensation’ used in the reference 
presuppose that the payment made was not proper. Thus the 
reference predecides the real dispute and projects that one 
for adjudication which had never come into existence. 

14. In Sindhu Resettlement Corporation Ltd. Vs. I. T. 
[1968 (7)SCU 792] case also when the dispute was simply 
of retrenchment compensation the reference sought adjudi- 
cation on the question of reinstatement also, the Supreme 
Court held that the Government had no jurisdiction to make 
such a reference and the reference was held to be invalid 
and the award was quashed. On that analogy, I am inclined 
to hold that the reference relating to coal cutters is invalid 
and Government of India has acted beyond its jurisdiction 
to make such a reference. 

15. Similar is the position of the reference relating to 
Shri Laxman Nago workman No. 11 of the Second Schedule. 
The papers of conciliation proceedings including the failure 
report as also the pleadings show that Union's case was that 
Laxman Nago has not resigned, his resignation letter was 
fabricated alter obtaining his thumb impression on a white 
paper. Management's case was that after ho had been noticed 
to report back on duty after proper treatment and removal 
of disability he submitted his resignation voluntarily and 
that was accepted by the management. Neither party said 
that his service was ever terminated by the management. 
The dispute was thus not of termination or its justification 
but of the fabrication of the resignation tendered by him. 
The reference on the other hand seeks adjudication on the 
termination of his service without saying anything about the 
real dispute. I hold that the reference in respect of Laxman 
Nago is also invalid In law on the analogy of the aforesaid 
Sindhu Resettlement Corporation's case. 

16. This brings us to the case of Malla Narsa and other 
four workmen (nos, 1 to 5) in second Schedule. Case of both 
the parties was that the colliery doctor declared them unlit 
hence they were served with notices advising them to take 
treatment and report back for duty after getting themselves 
fit for work. Union’s case was that service of such a notice 
at the instance of colliery doctor was not justified. They 
should have been referred to some expert, None of the 
parties pleaded that their service was ever terminated by 
the management. Stoppage of work under such a notice was 
alleged to be unjustified. This stoppage for a temporary 
period with the object of taking them back in service after 
being cured of the disability could not amount to retrench- 
ment because there was no intention to snap the tics of em- 
ployer and employee for all times to come, and further be- 
cause it was only on account of continued ill health that 
they were stopped and such stoppage from work cannot be 
tanen to be termination of service as it squarely fell within 
the mischief of the exception carved out in Clause (c) of 
Section 2(oo) of I.D. Act, Even then the reference speaks 
of the justification of their retrenchment. This part of the 
reference is again bad on the strength of the case discussed 
above, 
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17. Now we are left with the last part of the reference 
relating to Shri Kannoor Raja Pocha and other four work- 
men (SI. nos. 6 to 10 of the second Schedule of the refer- 
ence). Their service was terminated because they were 
found permanently disabled and unfit to work in the colliery 
according to the report of the colliery doctor. Union’s case is 
that they should have been referred to some expert as the 
Colliery doctor was only a tool in the hands of the manage- 
ment and further that they should have been provided with 
some alternate job. There is no such provision in the Stand- 
ing Orders. There is nothing to show that the management 
prevailed upon the doctor to give any such report. It is not 
alleged why the management was interested in so removing 
them from service. There is no evidence that there were alter- 
nate jobs available or that they were fit to handle some 
alternate jobs. There is nothing to show that the report of 
the colliery doctor was incorrect and should be disbelieved. 
Neither the union made efforts nor the workmen tried to 
obtain the certificate of some other expert which could have 
falsified the opinion so expressed by the colliery doctor. Thus 
Union’s case has no legs to stand. 

18. This part of the reference is thus answered accordingly 
while the rest of it is held to be invalid and without juris- 
diction. 

19. Before departing with the case I would like to say 
that the workmen have suffered infinitely because of the 
laws delays in the case and, as appears from the evidence 
of those who could somehow present themselves before the 
Tribunal for giving evidence, that they are facing the worst 
typo of financial adversity. It will thus be not out of place 
to recommend that Western Coalfields Ltd. should try to 
accommodate their able bodied children, if any, by giving 
them some suitable employment so that the families may not 
continue to suffer the great hardship which they have suffered 
for the last so many years. 

S. N. JOHRI, Presiding Officer 
25-1-1978. 

[No. 5 /59/67/LR-1I /D-IV(B ) (Iff.-flle)] 
BHUPENDRA NATH, Desk Officer 

New Delhi, the 8th February, 1978 

S.O. 483. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal Jabalpur in the industrial dispute bet- 
ween the employers in relation to the management of Punjab 
National Bank, Bhopal and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 24-1-1978. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRTBUNAL- 
CUM-LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR (M.P.) 

Case No. CGIT/LC(R) (14) of 1977 

PARTIES : 

Employers in relation to the management of Punjab 
National Bank, Bhopal and their workmen repre- 
sented through the Madhya Pradesh Bank Em- 
ployees’ Association City Post Office Building 
Indore (M.P.) 

APPEARANCES : 

For Management — Sri R. P. Raizada, Senior Personnel 
Officer. 

For Union— Shri R. V. Panchaity, General Secretary. 
INDUSTRY : Bank DISTRICT : Bhopal (M.P.) 

Dated, 1 6th January, 1978 
AWARD 

This is a reference made by the Government of India in 
the Ministry of Labour vide it’s Order No. T-12012/29/77- 
D.1IA dated 1-8-1977, of the following industrial dispute for 
adjudication by this Tribunal : 

“Whether the action of the management of Punjab 
National Bank, Bhopal in fixing basic pay of Sri 
T. C. Rathore, Cahier-cum-Godown Keeper, Khar- 
gone branch of the Bunk at Rs. 190/- per month, on 
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his appointment on probation on 28-10-1971 with- 
out giving the benefit of his past service towards 
increment is justified? If not, to what relief is 
the workman entitled?” 

2. Following service particulars of Sri Raihore are not 
disputed : 

He served— 

from 6-11-1967 to 14-8-1969 and then 11 days break. 

from 28-8-1969 to 31-10-1970.— 1st November was Sun- 
day. Workman was not paid for that day hence 
it was treated as break, 

from 2-11-1970 to 5-10-1971 and then 23 days break. 

from 28-10-1971. — Appointed as probationer. 

From 28-4-1972. — Confirmed. 

Admittedly from 6-11-1967 to 5-10-1971 the aforesaid three 
spells of service were in temporary capacity. As even tem- 
porary employees are entitled to earn annual increments if 
they continue, the applicant was granted annual increments 
on 6-11-1968 on completion of one year in the first spell, 
on 28-8-1970 on Ihe completion of one year and another on 
28-8-1971 respectively in the second and third spells of the 
said temporary service. When he was appointed res proba- 
tioner, these three increments, earned as a temporary em- 
ployee, were not added to the initial basic salary of the 
scale of 170-10-200-213-226-14-240-15-285-20-345-25-420-30- 
480-35-550 after grant of two advance increments tor 
graduation. No retrenchment compensation was paid when 
the said artificial breaks were given in the temporary spells 
of the service. 

3. The case of the Union is that the annual increments 
earned during the temporary spells of service should have 
been added for fixing the initial salary on the appointment 
as probationer because, on' account of non payment of re- 
trenchment compensation, the temporary service should be 
deemed to have continued without any break till the work- 
man was absorbed in permanent service. As against that 
the case of the management is that the service as tempo- 
rary Godown keeper on customer's godowns, (sulnry pay- 
able by the Bank on behalf of those customers) cannot be 
projected into the permanent service of the Bank. Besides 
the breaks, which operate against the continuity; the appoint- 
ment as probationer means a fresh appointment unrelated 
to the previous temporary spells, hence the salary shall be 
fixed at the Initial stage of the scale giving benefit of two 
increments for graduation, The fixation so made is thus 
claimed to be justified. 

4. Admittedly from 6-11-1967 to 14-8-1969 the workman 
had completed more than 240 duys of continuous service 
and had become entitled to proper notice or notice pay and 
retrenchment compensation. No such payment was made 
to him. It is the settled law that termination without pay- 
ment of retrenchment compensation is void. The service 
shall be deemed to have continued into the second spell 
without a break. 

5. Between the second and third spell the alleged break 
is of Sunday for which payment was not made. The bleak 
should be of a working day. In any case the bank itself 
did not treat it a s a break because it granted annual incre- 
ment on 28-8-1971 whereas had it been a break, no annual 
increment could be earned in the third spell because the 
period from 2-11-1970 to 5-10-1971 was less than a year. 
Moreover as said above no retrenchment compensation nor 
notice pay was paid for the break on 1-11-1970, 

6. Similarly no retrenchment compensation nor notice pay 
was paid for the termination of service on 5-10-1971. Thus 
the temporary service shall be deemed to have continued 
without break from 6-11-1967 to 27-10-1971 i.e. till his 
appointment on probation and the dates of annual incre- 
ments during the temporary service should have fallen each 
time on 6th of each November. 

7. Now the question is whether the annual increments 
earned in this continuouos temporary service shall be count- 
ed while fixing the initial salary in the scale on appointment 


as probationer. Clause 499 of Shastry Award classifies 
Godown keepers into two categories viz : 

(i) those in charge of the Godown maintained by the 
Bank. 

(11) those in charge of the Godown of the borrower 
parties and whose pay and allowances arc charged 
from them. 

Sri Rathore was a workman admittedly falling under the 
second category. It is argued that such a workman is an 
employee of the borrower parly hence when he is recruited 
to Bunk’s service as probationer he enters a fresh job under 
a different employer. As such the question of giving bene- 
fit of the increments earned as borrower’s employee cannot 
bo granted to him while fixing his salary as on his 
recruitment as probationer. The argument is based on 
a misconception. Simply because the salary and allowances 
are charged from the borrower the Godown keeper does 
not become his employee. Such Godown keeper is not re- 
cruited by the borrower. In fact the borrower has no say 
in the matter. He is recruited by the Bank, His salary 
and allowances are fixed by the Bank Awards. He is under 
the disciplinary control of the Bank and he is posted to 
look after and safe guard Bank’s interest. He can be de- 
puted to look after separate Godowns of several borrowers. 
He Can be shifted from one Godown to the other under 
the orders of Bank Manager. Considering all these facts it 
is clear that he is very much a Bank employee. Charging 
his pay and allowances from the borrower or proportionately 
from several borrowers is only a business arrangement. 
Even as probationer Sri Rathore has been appointed on 
borrower’s account. It will be highly incongruous to say 
that he is still not a Bank employee. Thus Sri Rathore 
was a Bank employee even when he was temporary Go- 
down keeper and there was no question of change of em- 
ployer when he was recruited on a permanent vacancy. 

8. As per para 499 of Shastry Award Godown keepers 
falling in the fust category were decided to be placed on 
permanent list after the expiry of one year of temporary 
service while as the tenure of the employment depended on 
the availability of borrowers Godowns etc., the Godown 
keepers of second category were not granted such a pri- 
vilege of automatic confirmation. Similarly clauses 20.9, 
20.10, 20.11 and 20.12 of Bipartite Settlement of 1970 do 
make a distinction between a Godown keeper and other 
employees in the matter of automatic absorption on per- 
manent posts etc., clause 20.13 of the same provides that 
the Godown keepers falling under the second category, 
‘shall, if their work has been found satisfactory and if their 
services can be utilised to look after other. Godowns in the 
same place or other places or in the clerical establishment 
of the bank, on completion of one year's service, be given 
preference for absorption in the permanent service of the 
bank, subiect to the bank’s recruitment rules, if any.' 
These provisions thus consider such godown keepers as 
employees of the Bank and as such provide for their induc- 
tion into permanent service. Thus the argument of starting 
of fresh service on account of change of employer and 
consequent denial of earned benefits of annual increments 
in the matter of fixation of initial pay at probationer has 
no force and deserves to be rejected. 

9. When a temporary employee is in continuation of his 
temporary service, inducted into permanent service, either 
by an automatic process of expiry of certain period as in 
case of Category fi) Godown keepers or by way of qualify- 
ing in regular recruitment in case of Categry (ii) Godown 
keepers, the temporary service projects and continues fur- 
ther, into the permanent service. Such a case of Godown 
keepers of Cat. (ii) is to be distinguished from the one 
where his temporary service comes to be legally terminat- 
ed and there is a gap between such termination and his re- 
cruitment to the permanent job of the same description. In 
the latter case the increments earned during the spell of 
temporary service lapse with the lapse of service on account 
of the said termination and $ap, while in the former case 
the increments earned do survive because the service survives 
under the benign shadow of continuity into the permanent 
service. This principle of relating back can be deducted 
from the provision that for the purposes of confirmation the 
period of probation shall be adjusted towards the tem- 
porary service. 
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10. As in the present case the temporary service shall be 
deemed to have continued into the permanent service the 
Bank do give — 

(i) credit to the increments earned during the spell of 
temporary employment, while fixing the initial 
salary of the workman in the running scale of 
Godown keeper; fixation already done is not 
justified. 

(li) The workman be paid wages for the periods of the 
said artificial gaps of 1 1 + 1 4-23 =35 days. 

(Hi) Bank do pay the arrears arising front the fact that 
during the temporary spells of service tho date of 
annual increment shall be deemed to be the 6th 
day of November of years 1968, 1969 and 1970. 

(Iv) The Bank do further pay Rs. 100/- as costs to the 
Union. 

Award is given accordingly, 

S. N. JOHRI, Presiding Officer 
Dated, the 16th Junuary, 1978. [F. No. L.-12012/29/77D.II.A.J 


New Delhi, 9th February, 1978 

S.O. 484. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal Jaipur presided over by Shri S. S. 
Byas industrial dispute between the employers in relation to 
the management of Bank of Baroda, Ajmer and their work- 
men, which was received by the Central Government on the 
31-1-78. 


CENTRAL INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, RAJASTHAN, 
JAIPUR. 

Case No. C.l.T. 13 of 1975 

REFERENCE 

Government of India, Ministry of Labour Notification 
No. L. 12012/48/75/DII/A dated 10 11-75. 


In the matter of an Industrial Dispute 
BETWEEN 

Shri Anand Sworoop, Cashier, Ajmer Branch, Bank of 
Baroda. 

AND 

The Manager, Bank of Baroda, M.I. Road. Jaipur. 
APPEARANCE ; 

For the Union. ... Shri Ram Lai Khandelwal. 

For the Manager ... Shri D. P. Sharma. 

Dated of Award 5-1-1978 

AWARD 

By its notification cited above, the Central Government has 
referred the following Industrial Dispute to this Tribunal 
for adjudication: — 

“Whether the management of the Bank of Baroda is 
Justified in denying the chance of posting of Shri 
Anand Swaroop, Cashier as Head Cashier in 
Ajmer Branch of the said Bank from 1971 pending 
departmental enquiry against him 7 If not, to 
what relief is the said workman entitled 7” 

As the terms of the reference reveal, the dispute is between 
the Bank of Baroda and its employee Shri Anand Swaroop. 
ft relates to the Bank’s action in not posting him as Head 
Cashier in its Ajmer Branch. The cause of the workman Shri 
Anand Swaroop was sponsored and espoused by the Raja- 
sthan Bank employees union Ajmer, hereinafter to be referred 
as the Union. 


Succinctly stated, the case set up by the union in its state- 
ment of claims is that the concerned workman Shri Anand 
Swaroop was recruited in the clerical cadre of the Bank of 
Baroda, somewhere, in 1959. He was posted at the Bank’s 
Ajmer Branch and since then he was working there. He Is 
a member of the Union. As per practice prevailing in the 
Bank, the appointment to the post of Head Cashier ip the 
Bank takes place on the basis of seniority of employees in a 
region. In 1967, Shri Anand Swaroop was posted as Cashier. 
In 1970/71, he was deputed to the Bidnsar Branch of the 
Bank to work as Head Cashier, He then worked as Head 
Cashier nearly for 8 or 9 months. When he was recalled 
lo Ajmer Branch, he was posted in the clerical cadre. He 
learnt that one Shri Babu Lai Khandelwal who was junior 
to him in the cadre was promoted as Head Cashier and 
was posted in the Bank’s Ajmer Branch. The workman 
raised a protest before the management of the Bank but 
the attempt proved abortive. His protest brought him in 
conflict with the management of the Bank. In order to victi- 
mise him the management initiated a departmental en- 
quiry against him, on certain charges, which were en- 
tirely false, ficticious and fabricated. These charges were 
purported to relate to his some actions as Head Cashier 
at Bidasar. The departmental enquiry was not finished in 
proper time. It is still pending. It has been deliberately 
kept pending in order to debar the workman from being 
promoted to the higher post of the Head Cashier. On 1-10-72, 
again a post of Head Cashier fell vacant and one Shri P. C. 
Sethi, who was much junior to the workman Shri Anand 
Swaroop, was promoted a ad posted as Head Cashier. Shri 
Anand Swaroop was thus again superceded for no fault of 
his. It was alleged that the action of the management in not 
giving promotion to Shri Anand Swaroop and giving promo- 
tion to employees junior to him, was malafidc illegal and 
unwarranted. It has caused much prejudice to the career 
of Shri Anand Swaroop. The departmental enquiry has 
been intentionally not finalised as yet. The relief claimed 
Is that the workman Shri Anand Swaroop be promoted to 
the post of Head Cashier in the Bank's Ajmer Branch 
w.e.f. May, 1971, with all consequential benefits like 
the special allowance etc. admissible to Head Cashier. 

The claim of the union was resisted by the Bank. It was 
admitted Shri Anand Swaroop was recruited, in the clerical 
cadre in 1959. It waa also admitted that in 1967, he was 
transferred to the Cash Department of the Bank. It wbs 
denied that the post of the Head Cashier was n post of 
promotion. It was denied lhat as per practice, the senior 
employee in the cash department is promoted and posted to 
the post of Head Cashier. It was alleged that the post of 
Head Cashier is not a post of promotion. Of course, this 
post carries certain additional duties and functions over 
and above the routine duties, as such a special allowance is 
paid to the employee deputed to work as Head Cashier, 
it was admitted that Shri Anand Swaroop was deputed as 
Head Cashier at Bidasar Branch of the Bank where ho 
worked nearly for 8 or 9 months. It was further denied 
that when he returned to Ajmer, he was deliberaely not 
posted on the post of Head Cashier. It was submitted that 
Shri Anand Swaroop committed several acts of commissions 
and omissions amounting to misconduct while he was posted 
as Head Cashier at Bidasar. When these lapses, were detec- 
ted, it was thought fit to initiate the departmental enquiry 
against him. Consequently, a charge sheet was issued to Shri 
Anand Singh and enquiry Officer was appointed to conduct 
the enquiry. It was admitted that the enquiry is still pending. 
But it was denied that it was intentionally kept pendinjjMto 
debar Shri Anand Swaroop from getting the promotion. The 
postings of Shri Babulal Khandelwal and Shri P. C. Sethi 
as Head Cashier were not denied. Jt was also not denied 
that they were juniors to Shri Anand Swaroop. Objections 
relating to the union’s authority to sponsors the workman’s 
case was challenged. In the end, it was submitted that the 
workman is not entitled to any relief. 

In view of the rival contentions of the parties, the 
following questions arise for decision:— 

(1) Whether the union was not competent to sponsor# 
and espouse the workman’s case and as such tho 
reference is bad ?’ 

(2) Whether the post of Head Cashier is a promotion 
post or a post of higher cadre 7, 

(3) Jf so was it wrongly denied to the workman Shri 
Anand Swaroop ? and 
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(4) Relief to follow ?. , 

None of the parties examined any witness. They of 
course tiled documents. The admissibility and genuineness of 
these documents were not challenged by the parties. I shall 
record my findings on the questions ad seriatim : — - 

Re— 1 : Whether the union was not competent t 0 spon- 
sor© and espouse the workman’s cause 7 

It was contended on behalf of the Bank that the Union was 
not authorised to espouse the cause of the workman. It 
was argued that the Rajasthan Bank Employees Union, 
Ajmer, has nothing to do with the Bank of Baroda. Even 
if the workmen Shri Anand Swaroop was the member of this 
Union. It was not sufficient to arm the union with the 
authority to espouse his case. I am not Impreased by the 
logic advanced on behalf of the Bank. The workman’s cause 
was taken up by the Union. This Union is not confined 
only to the employees of any particular Bank. It extends to 
the employees of all the Banks in the State of Rajasthan. 
When the case of Shri Anand Swaroop was taken up by the 
Union in its hand, it ceased to be an Individual dispute. Tt 
became a dispute between the bank and the union. Tt, 
therefore, assumed the character of an industrial dispute 
under the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, hereinafter to be 
referred to the Act. The Union was, therefore, perfectly 
competent to sponsor anndd espouse the cause of the workman 
Shri Anand Swaroop. 

Rc — 2 : Whether the post of Head Cashier is the 
promotion-post ? 

It was argued on behalf of the Bank that the posts of 
Cashier, clerks, head clerks, head cashiers etc. belong to one 
cadre known as clerical cadre. As such the post of Head 
Cashier should not be taken to be a post of promotion vis- 
a-vis the post of cashier. 

It is true that the clerical staff Includes the clerks, cashiers, 
head cashiers, head clerks etc. There is a uniform scale of 
pay for all these employees but the post of Head Cashier 
carries special allowance. Since the post of the Head Cashier 
carries special allowance, It stands on a higher footing than 
the other employees. In this sense it Is a post higher to the 
general clerical slaff. In the strict sense, the post of head 
cashier may not be a post of promotion, but it is sufficiently 
higher than the general clerical staff. It may, therefore, be 
equated with the promotion-post. 

Rc— 3 : Was the post of Head Cashier wrongly denied 
to the workman Shri Anand Swaroop 7 

There is no controversy between the parties that Shri Anand 
Swaroop was deputed to Bidasar to work as Head Cashier 
in 1970. He worked there in that capacity for 8 or 9 months 
and thereafter he was sent back to Ajmer Branch in May, 
1971, where he was posted as a Cashier. It is also not dis- 
puted that two cashiers Sarvashri Babulal and P.N. Sethi were 
junior to Shri Anand Swaroop. Both these junior employees 
were promoted and posted as Head Cashiers. Thus Shri 
Anand Swaroop was superceded. 

The position taken by the Bank is that Shri Anand Swaroop 
committed certain big Irregularities amounting to misconduct 
while he was working as Head Cashier at Bidasar. A depart- 
mental enquiry was consequently started against him. Since 
the enquiry has not been completed so far, Shri Anand 
Swaroop was not found fit to be posted as Head Cashier. 

It Is true that a department enquiry was initiated against 
Shri Anand Swaroop In 1971 and It is still pending against 
him. It is lamentable that the departmental enquiry could 
not be finished even within a long period of complte seven 
years. No reasonable explanation was furnished by the Bank 
for not getting the enquiry completed within such a long 
period. Sometimes the promotion of an employee Is post- 
poned on account of some complaint against him. But this 
postponment cannot be kept for a long time, When it is not 
disclosed when the proceedings started and how long they 
are likely to continue, then It Is unreasonable to keep in 
abeyance consideration of his case for promotion since he 
can be promoted without prejudice to the Investigations which 
are pending. I am fortified In my view by the observations 
made in B Chandra Gupta Vs. Chairman posts & telegraphs 
Board New Delhi (1970') 2 S.L.R. 284, (Mys, H.C.) Sudhlsh 
Chand Anand Vs. Union of India (1973) 1 S.L.R, 979 (Delhi 
H.C.) 
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The position that boils down is that the promotion of an 
employee cannot be indefinitely postpond simply because a 
departmental enquiry is pending against him. If the enquiry 
is consuming long time, the employee should be considered 
for promotion. If the employee is ultimately found guilty 
of misconduct the promotion granted to him may be with- 
drawn and he may be relegated to his post. 

In the instant case the department enquiry is pending since 
1971. Fair play requires that the promotion should not 
be denied to the workman due to this enquiry which could 
not be finished for no fault of his. 

Learned representative for the Bank contended before me 
that an employee has no vested right to be promoted . The 
question of promotion is a managerial function. The tribu- 
nal should not interfere in this function of the management. 
There is not much force in the contention. It is true that 
promotion by and large, is a managerial function and 
interference should not be lightly made in the exercise of 
this discretion. But in the instant case, the things are 
quite strange. The promotion to the workman was denied 
or postponed on account of the pendency of some depart- 
mental enquiry against him. I have held above that the pen- 
dency of the enquiry does not constitute a good reason for 
not giving promotion to the workman. Justice and fair play 
require that the case of the workman Shri Anand Swaroop 
should be taken into consideration for promotion Irrespective 
of the pendency of departmental enquiry against him. If 
he is promoted and subsequently he is found guilty of the 
misconduct, the promotion made may be withdrawn and 
he may be placed on his original post. 

Re. — 4 : Relief to follow ? 

For reasons discussed above, I make my award In the 
following terms : — 

The action of the management of the Bank of Baroda in 
not taking the case of Shri Anand Swaroop into consideration 
for his posting to the post of Head Cashier, is not justified 
The Bank shall take into consideration the case of Shri 
Anand Swaroop’s posting to the post of Head Cashier at the 
earliest opportunity, whenever the occasion arises. The 
pendency of the departmental enquiry shall not be taken to 
be a bar for such consideration. 


The parties are left to bear their own coast of this proceed- 
ing. 

The award be submitted to the Central Government for 
publication as required by law. 

F. (No. T-12012/48/75-D.II.A] 

S. S. BYAS, Presiding Officer 

R. P. NARULA, Under Secy. 


WIWT arff BpFBTT * Mll*)| }JqtM«r 
(PTIFWT fanT*T) 

24 TPTTtf, 1978 


VT. 3ff. 485.— HTTffhr 3nwf tPuF? Stfllfaw, 
1947 (1947 ffiT 48) V? BT7T 0 V? 3TUT7T (4) 1? BBT qfsTT 
VRT 3 qft sjhliui (1) q? (ip) q? sofa" 3TR, 

anftp-q;, tfW wsjsr, tbt, 

^ 17 1977 tf. ST. (sfblsfb RTTTsft ^FT, 

iW-f WTWT 4 hwf, 4 WBT <T7 BTBfNr mwf JUT 
B^T*T PffBffaef fast JFTT 4 I 
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W: 3TT TW 3ft«rffrW ftt WTTT 3 ffft gTItTT (1) TT 
3f^RTTI <FTtf ftcjffcr M HTTP W'CfiTC ft 

srw ifw qft l fTrrwr, loss ftt arf u hw 

WOTT HT. ffTT. fr. 1147 *C far^feliW 3117 TTCfttPT qtrft 

t, 

gw 3rf«pfpRT *r "wt 3 qft grtim (i) ft go 
ft tanfftr ?wffw” ftift ft anrfw qw wn i ariV grift 

q - nrfcw wT'tF;: ft wor q7 fasg-fsitarcr qnr fre^r aift 

irfTrwrfw qft gmr, amfq; :~ 

“l. q57frft am. Tftftir, 

arftw, 

ftc? ftfftrr tfw fSRTT, 

Yfi?T 7TT, 

M-6"l 

[ft. 'ft. 14013/1/77-CpT, ft. ft. (ft. W. 9fT.)3 

fftftfi qvw arfwghft, grr qf-w 


MINISTRY OF HEALTH AND FAMILY WELFARE 
(Department of Health) 

New Delhi, the 24th January, 1978 

S.O. 485.— Whereas Miss R. Verghesc, Superintendent, 
Lady Reading Health School, Bara Hindu Rao, Delhi*6 has 
been elected to be a member of the Indian Nursing Council, 
under clause (c) of sub-section (1) of section 3 read with 
sub-section (4) of section 6‘ of the Indian Nursing Council, 
Act 1947 (48 of 1947) with effect from 17th November, 
1977 Vice Dr. (Smt.) Saraswathi Krlshnan resigned ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (1) of Sec- 
tion 3 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby makes 
the following further amendment in the notification of the 
Government of India in the late Ministry of Health No, GSR 
1147, dated the 1st December, 1958, namely 

In the said notification, under the heading “Elected under 
clause (c) of Sub-section (1) of section 3", for serial No. I 
and the entry relating thereto, the following serial number 
and entry shall be substituted, namely : — 

"1, Miss R. Verghese, 

Superintendent, 

Lady Reading Health School, 

Bara Hindu Rao, 

Delhi-6”. 

[No, V. 14013 /l/77-MPT(PMS)] 
V. K. AGNIHOTRI, Dy. Secy. 
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